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Executive Summary 
General Characteristics 
 Women make up 51.8% of the total population. Nearly all (90.9%) of the female 
population is white, 7.8% is Hispanic, and 2.7% is African American. 
 The median age of women in Porter County is 38.6. A little over one-fourth of Porter 
County’s female population is under 19 (26.3%), almost 26% (25.9%) is between the 
ages of 20 and 39, 34.0% is between 40 and 64, and 13.7% is age 65 or older, 
 56.7% of women 16 and older participate in the labor force. 
The Economic Position of Women in Porter County 
 There is a gap between the incomes of men and women in Porter County. The median 
income of men in Porter County is $56,027 and for women it is $39,636, a gap of 
$16,391. 
 This gap is larger than both the gap nation-wide and the gap in Indiana. However, the gap 
in Porter County is smaller than it was in 2000. 
 Women make up over 75% of workforce in life, physical, and social science occupations 
(100%), arts, design, entertainment, sports, and media occupations (75.9%), health 
diagnosing and treating practitioners and other technical occupations (80.9%), health 
technologists and technicians, healthcare support occupations (75%), personal care and 
service occupations (87.2%), and office and administrative support occupations (81.1%). 
 The fields in which the discrepancy between the incomes of men and women are the 
greatest are health diagnosing and treating practitioners and other technical occupations 
(difference of $52,208), installation, maintenance, and repair occupations (difference of 
$39,521), and computer and mathematical occupations (difference of $44,618). 
 Unemployment rates in Porter County are lower than both state unemployment rates and 
national unemployment rates. 
 The poverty rate in Porter County is 10.9% for women and 8% for men. 
 Poverty rates in Porter County are lower than in Indiana and the rest of the country. 
Poverty rates for men and women vary across the townships in Porter County, but they 
never exceed national rates. 
 In Porter County the poverty rate for married-couple families is 2.7%. For female-headed 
households it is 31.9%. For female-headed households with children, the poverty rate is 
37.4%. 
 Of all the households in poverty in Porter County, 58.7% are female-headed, and 54.5% 
of the total is made up of female-headed households with children under 18. 
 Female-headed households are likely to occupy positions right above the poverty line, 
putting them at risk of falling into poverty. Over 35% of female-headed households have 
an income that is less than 1.3 times the poverty line. 
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Homelessness in Porter County 
 In Porter County over 100 women and an additional 130 children were homeless in both 
2011 and 2012. 
 In both 2011 and 2012, over 75% of the homeless persons in Porter County were female. 
 From October 15, 2011 to April 15, 2012, twenty-three different women stayed at the 
Open Arms Women’s Shelter. An average of five women stayed at the shelter each night. 
However, in the last month an average of eight women stayed at the shelter each night. 
 Compared to 2011 the age of homeless persons is decreasing and they are encountering 
more episodes of homelessness. 
Women and Education in Porter County 
 There is no substantial difference between the levels of educational attainment of men 
and women in Porter County. 
 Women in Porter County tend to have slightly higher levels of educational attainment 
than women at the state and national level. 
 Girls generally score higher than boys on the language arts section of the ISTEP, but 
there is no substantial difference between the mathematics scores of boys and girls in 
Porter County. 
Women’s Health 
 Women are more likely to have health insurance than men. 
 From 2004 to 2008, there has been an increase in the number of cases of pregnancy 
related hypertension and diabetes.  
 Overall women in Porter County have lower mortality rates than men. 
 Although overall women have lower death rates than men, women generally have higher 
mortality rates than men for Alzheimer’s disease, hypertension, mental disorders, and 
strokes. 
 Women in Porter County have significantly higher mortality rates for Alzheimer’s 
disease, cancer, hypertension, and mental disorder than women in the state of Indiana. 
 Overall the cancer incident rates of women in Porter County are similar to those of both 
the state of Indiana and the US, but Porter County females have slightly higher incident 
rates of uterine and breast cancer. 
Women and Drugs 
 Generally, female students in Porter County are less likely to use alcohol or drugs than 
male students. The rates of reported use by male and female students are usually similar 
during middle school years, but during high school, the reported use of alcohol and drugs 
by male students exceeds the reported consumption and use of female students. 
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 Female students in Porter County are more likely to use alcohol or drugs than female 
students in the rest of the state of Indiana. Porter County females are more likely to use 
alcohol, cigarettes, marijuana, prescription drugs, and over the counter drugs than 
females in the rest of the state. 
 Women in Porter County are less likely to receive treatments for alcohol than men. 
Women between the ages of 35 and 54 receive the most treatments for alcohol among 
women in Porter County.  
 Significantly fewer women are arrested for DUI than men. While the number of men 
each year arrested for drunk driving in Porter County is around 900, the number of 
women arrested for drunk driving is less than 300. 
 More men are arrested for public intoxication than women. 
 More men than women are treated for marijuana. However, there was an increase in both 
the number of men and the number of women who received treatments for marijuana 
between 2007 and 2008. The most common age group receiving marijuana treatments is 
18 to 25 year-olds. Fewer women are arrested for marijuana-related offenses than men. 
 Between 2004 and 2006 more men received treatment for cocaine than women. However, 
in 2007 and 2008, more women received cocaine treatments than men. The majority of 
people receiving cocaine treatments are between the ages of 26 and 44. 
 More men are arrested for cocaine-related offenses than women, but the number of both 
men and women arrested for cocaine-related offenses has decreased in recent years. 
 More men than women are treated for heroin, but the difference in the number of men 
and women treated is significantly smaller for heroin than for the other drugs examined in 
this report. Many people receiving heroine treatments are in 18 to 25 or the 26 to 35 age 
bracket.  
 More men than women on probation tested positive for opiates (includes heroin).  
Minority Women in Porter County 
 Porter County as a whole is 87.94% Caucasian and 87.86% of the female population is 
Caucasian. African Americans make up 2.75% of the total population, and African 
American females make up 2.73% of the female population. Asian persons make up 
1.26% of the total population and 1.46% of the female population. Hispanic persons 
make up 7.85% of the total population, and Hispanic women make up 7.77% of the 
female population. 
 With the exception of African Americans, men earn significantly more than women of 
the same race or ethnicity.  
 African American women have a slightly higher median income than African American 
men. The median income for African American men is $26,719, and the median income 
of African American women is $31,761. 
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 Minority women continue to have higher poverty rates than Caucasians in Porter County. 
A total of 8.9% of Caucasian women live below the poverty line, while 24.7% of African 
American and 15.6% of Hispanic women are beneath the poverty line.  
 African American women and Asian women in Porter County surpass both state and 
national averages for women with bachelor’s degrees by over 10%. Caucasian women 
exceed Indiana state average, but fail to meet national levels. Native American and 
Hispanic women fail to meet the educational attainment of either the state of Indiana or 
the US. 
Women with Disabilities in Porter County  
 Overall, males and females in Porter County have similar disability rates (10.31% for 
men and 9.49% for women), but as they age, women tend to have higher disability rates 
than men. 
 Men are more likely to have vision difficulty or hearing difficulty than women, but 
women are more likely to have cognitive difficulty, ambulatory difficulty, self-care 
difficulty, and independent living difficulty, especially as they age. 
 Men with disabilities earn more than women with disabilities and the difference between 
the amount a person without a disability and a person with a disability makes is greater 
for females with a disability than for males with a disability. 
Senior Women 
 The poverty rate for senior women (women over 65) in Porter County is slightly higher 
than the poverty rate for senior men. Senior women have a poverty rate of 5.8% and 
senior men have a poverty rate of 4.22%. The poverty rate for both senior men and senior 
women is less than the poverty rate for seniors in Indiana and the nation. 
 29.46% of senior women live alone in Porter County. This is more than twice the percent 
of senior men in Porter County who live alone but less than the rate for Indiana and the 
US. 
Violence against Women in Porter County 
 The crime index for rape in Porter County is 39. The index is based around the US value 
of 100 and numbers above or below it are the probability of being a victim of that crime 
relative to the national average. The index for the state of Indiana is 89. 
 According to data from the Indiana Coalition Against Domestic Violence, the number of 
domestic violence victims staying at domestic violence shelters has increased. In 2011, 
99 adults and 99 children stayed at The Caring Place domestic violence shelter in 
Valparaiso. 
Women and Housing 
 Reliable data on the specific housing needs of women is not readily available but there is 
a good deal of circumstantial evidence that supports the conclusion that women, 
particularly single head of households, are most likely to be impacted by housing 
problems in Porter County. 
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 94.6% of persons making less than $20,000 living in renter-occupied housing spend over 
30% of their income on housing. 79.4% of persons making less than $20,000 and living 
in owner-occupied housing spend over 30% of their income on housing. 
 77.1% of persons living in renter-occupied housing and making between $20,000 and 
$34,999 spend over 30% of their income on housing. 79.4% of persons living in owner-
occupied housing and making between $20,000 and $34,999 spend more than 30% of 
their income on housing. 
 Since women are more likely to live in poverty than men and a large percentage of 
female-headed households and female-headed households with children live in poverty, 
the higher poverty rates for women increase the likelihood that the housing issues of 
Porter County apply to women at a greater rate than to men.  
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Women in Porter County 
 
Introduction 
 
 The Community Research and Service Center at Valparaiso University was asked by the Porter 
County Community Foundation to conduct a study on issues related to the condition and status of women 
in Porter County.  The goal is to identify areas where women might need assistance that could be 
addressed by the Community Foundation.  It is not the purpose of this report to make specific 
recommendations about programs or policies to be implemented.  The purpose is simply to highlight the 
nature of problems and challenges confronting women in the County.  Attention is directed to several 
major areas: economic conditions, homelessness, educational issues, health, substance abuse, crime and 
violence directed at women, minority women, disabilities, housing, and senior women. Data on these 
issues was gathered from a wide variety of sources including the US Census, the 2011 and 2012 Point-in-
Time Homeless Counts for Porter County, the 2010 and 2011 Epidemiological Reports for Porter County, 
The Office of Women’s Health, 2012 Report, Indiana Coalition Against Domestic Violence (ICADV)  
Program Statistics, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and many others.  
Methodology and the US Census 
 Much of the information in the report that follows comes from the most recent census.  The way 
the census collects and reports data has become transformed over the past decade.  One change that 
affects the way data is reported here is that for 2010 there were fewer long form questionnaires 
completed.  This does not create problems when data on larger populations is used.  However, as data are 
reported on smaller and smaller geographical units, townships for example, the data provided are only 
estimates, and they come from the American Community Surveys that are done annually.  As the 
geographic units become smaller, the Census Bureau combines data from 1, 3, or 5 year intervals into 
estimates for that particular geographic unit.  As a result, numbers may vary when reference is to the same 
geographic unit.  For example, because data on a county may be based on entire count data, when you 
break the county data down by townships and add up the numbers they may not be the same.  The reason 
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for this is the smaller geographic units are often based on 5 year estimates, that is, aggregating the results 
from 5 years so there is enough data to speak with confidence about the unit and also protect anonymity, 
while the county data is based on a complete count or on 1 year estimates.  This is pointed out because the 
careful reader will note some differences from table to table.  These are not errors but rather the “best” 
data that can be used given the geographic unit under consideration.    
Women in Porter County: General Characteristics 
 Table 1 presents data on the general characteristics of women in Porter County.  As  
 
Table 1 
Basic Statistics for Women in Porter County 2010 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year 
Estimates 
  Number % of Women 
Population 83,620 
51.8% of total 
population 
      
Median Age 38.6 N/A 
      
0-9 Years 10,221 12.3% 
10-19 Years 11,573 14.0% 
20-39 Years 20,759 25.9% 
40-64 Years 28,390 34.0% 
Over 65 Years 11,490 13.7% 
      
White 76,015 90.9% 
African American 2,246 2.7% 
Native American 148 0.2% 
Asian 1,202 1.5% 
Hispanic 6,401 7.8% 
      
Labor Force Participation 
(Age 16+) 
37,697 56.7 % 
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indicated, women make up 51.8% of the total population.  Nearly all (90.9%) of the female 
population is white; 7.8% is Hispanic, and 2.7% is African American.  The median age of 
women in Porter County is 38.6.  Slightly more than one-fourth of Porter County’s female 
population is under the age of 19, with 12.3% under the age of 9 and 14% between 10 and 19.  
About one-fourth (25.9%) of women in Porter County are between the ages of 20 and 39, 34% 
are between 40 and 64, and 13.7% are 65 or older.  About 57% of women age 16 and older 
participate in the labor force. 
For comparative purposes, Table 2 presents general statistical data on women in Porter 
County from the 2000 US Census.  While the number of women in Porter County has increased 
over the past ten years by about 10,000, the percent of women in the total population of women 
has remained constant.  The average age of women has increased slightly from 37.3 years in 
2000 to 38.6 years in 2010.  The aging of the women in Porter County can also be seen by 
comparing various age groups.  In 2000, 12.6% of women were over sixty-five years-old and 
32.9% were between forty and sixty-four years-old.  In 2010, the number of women in those age 
brackets increased to 13.7% for women over sixty-five and 34% for women between forty and 
sixty-four.  This data indicates that the female population of Porter County in 2010 is a bit older 
than the female population in 2000. 
The number of minority women in Porter County has increased in the past ten years.  In 
2000 only 4.9% of women in Porter County were minority, but in 2010, 9.1% of the women in 
Porter County were minorities.  Significantly, in 2000 there were 3,492 Hispanic women in 
Porter County, but by 2010 there were 6,401 Hispanic women.  This is an increase of 2,909 
Hispanic females, an 83.3% increase.  The percent of African American women in Porter County 
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has also increased.  In 2000, there were 880 African American females and in 2010 there were 
2,246, an increase of 1,366 African American females or 155.2%. 
 
 
Table 2 
Basic Statistics for Women in Porter County 2000 
US Census 2000 
  
Number % of Women 
Population 74,752 
51.9% of 
total 
population 
      
Median Age 37.3 N/A 
      
0-9 Years 9669 12.9% 
10-17 Years 8867 11.9% 
18-39 Years 22184 29.7% 
40-64 Years 24609 32.9% 
Over 65 Years 9423 12.6% 
      
White 71,083 95.1% 
African American 880 1.2% 
Native American 133 0.2% 
Asian 582 0.8% 
Hispanic 3,492 4.7% 
  
 
  
Labor Force 
Participation (Age 16+) 
34260 58.5% 
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The Economic Position of Women in Porter County 
 
There is a significant difference in the incomes of men and women in Porter 
County, but this difference has recently begun to decrease. Women are more 
likely to be in poverty then men, and poverty rates for female-headed 
households, especially those with children, are much higher than those for 
married couple families and male-headed households. 
 
 To examine the economic conditions of women in Porter County, data on income, 
occupation, and rates of poverty were examined.  Comparisons were made between males and 
females in Porter County as a whole as well as comparisons within and between townships in 
Porter County.  Additional comparisons were made with state and national data.  
Income Inequality 
 Table 3 presents data from the 2010 US Census on the median income for full-time 
working men and women in Porter County, Indiana, and the United States.  Measured in 2010 
dollars, the median income for men in Porter County is $56,027, and for women it is $39,636, a 
gap of $16,319.  This gap is approximately 1.5 times greater than the nationwide gap between 
men and women.  However, it should be noted that both men and women in Porter County have 
a higher median income than the men and women in Indiana and the United States as a whole.  
Table 3 
Median Income for Full-Time Workers 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 
1-Year Estimates 
 
Porter 
County 
Indiana U.S. 
Males $56,027 $46,086 $47,849 
Females $39,636 $33,551 $37,395 
Gap $16,391 $12,535 $10,454 
 
 Census data for the past 30 years shows that the disparity between the income of males 
and females working full-time in Porter County has decreased significantly.  Measured in 2010 
dollars and represented in Figure 1, the gap has narrowed both because of an increase in the 
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income of females and also because of a substantial drop in the income of males in Porter 
County.  This latter figure was certainly affected by the recession during this period.  
 
 
 
Figure 2 compares the magnitude of the earnings gap (in 2010 dollars) between men and 
women since 1980 in Porter County, Indiana, and the national level.  As indicated, the earnings 
gap between males and females has been much larger in Porter County than that at the state or 
national level, but at all three levels the magnitude of the gap has been declining over the past 
thirty years.  
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Figure 1 
Porter County Income Disparity for Full-Time Working Men and Women by 
Gender (2010 dollars) 
US Census Bureau 1980-2010 
Male
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 The income gap in Porter County also can be examined by townships as shown in Table 
4.  The income gaps, where women earn less than men, range from a low of $11,068 in Pine 
Township to a high of $35,041 in Boone Township.  All the townships in Porter County have 
income gaps that are greater than the national average.  As was the case with the county as a 
whole, when compared to data from 2000, the income gap in 2010 is smaller in all twelve 
townships.  Note also should be made that in four of the Townships (Boone, Pleasant, Portage, 
and Porter), over 40% of the female working population make less than $30,000 a year.  For 
illustrative purposes, this data is put in graphic form in Figure 3.  This portrays the magnitude of 
the earnings gap by township and also indicates the differences between 2000 and 2010. 
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Disparity in Mean Income for Full-Time Working Men and Women in 2010 
dollars 
US Census Bureau 1980-2010 
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Table 4 
Income of Full-Time Workers Over 15 (2010 dollars) 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
    $19,999 
or less 
$20,000 
to 
$29,999 
$30,000 
to 
$39,999 
$40,000 
to 
$54,999 
$55,000 
or more 
Median 
Income 
Male/Female 
Disparity in 
2010 
Male/Female 
Disparity in 
2000 (2010 
dollars) 
Boone 
Male 0% 6.4% 10.30% 13.9% 69.5% $68,677 
$35,041 $37,851 
Female 13.8% 30.8% 15.30% 27.9% 12.1% $33,636 
Center 
Male 6.6% 7.6% 12.70% 17.8% 55.2% $59,993 
$20,469 $29,862 
Female 10.8% 19.7% 20.30% 21.2% 27.9% $39,524 
Jackson 
Male 4.5% 3.6% 9.20% 11.3% 70.9% $75,933 
$32,876 $28,970 
Female 11.7% 14.7% 8.30% 38.2% 27.1% $43,057 
Liberty 
Male 4.9% 5.7% 10.40% 13.0% 66.0% $69,855 
$27,451 $29,579 
Female 15.9% 12.1% 16.70% 24.9% 30.5% $42,404 
Morgan 
Male 8.4% 1.6% 3.60% 31.8% 54.6% $57,151 
$21,138 $30,421 
Female 10.8% 27.9% 23.70% 17.8% 19.8% $36,013 
Pine 
Male 1.6% 5.9% 6.90% 29.9% 55.8% $56,782 
$11,068 $33,437 
Female 16.8% 11.3% 7.60% 32.1% 32.1% $45,714 
Pleasant 
Male 7.0% 8.9% 12.50% 21.5% 50.2% $55,101 
$19,586 $28,482 
Female 10.5% 30.5% 17.80% 21.3% 19.9% $35,515 
Portage 
Male 6.6% 9.1% 10.70% 24.3% 49.3% $54,558 
$22,054 $26,983 
Female 17.4% 25.1% 20.10% 18.3% 19.1% $32,504 
Porter 
Male 3.9% 9.7% 7.60% 16.8% 62.0% $63,315 
$31,052 $38,274 
Female 25.4% 19.5% 15.30% 16.3% 23.5% $32,263 
Union 
Male 3.3% 9.5% 6.30% 15.9% 65.0% $66,073 
$23,867 $34,774 
Female 8.4% 21.6% 18.30% 23.5% 28.2% $42,206 
Washington 
Male 3.4% 6.7% 2.90% 13.1% 73.9% $64,556 
$25,657 $31,855 
Female 3.1% 30.8% 19.90% 23.1% 23.1% $38,899 
Westchester 
Male 4.4% 9.1% 13.40% 15.8% 57.3% $61,432 
$21,308 $28,998 
Female 12.5% 19.0% 18.20% 24.5% 25.8% $40,124 
Porter 
County 
Male 5.4% 7.9% 10.60% 19.0% 57.0% $60,791 
$23,837 $30,513 
Female 14.1% 21.6% 18.60% 21.7% 23.9% $36,954 
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Figure 3 
Disparity of Income by Township in 2000 and 2010 
US Census 2000 and 2010 
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Women in the Workforce 
 From this data, the precise reason for the income disparity between men and women is 
difficult to determine, but one obvious reason, is that women make up a higher percentage of 
workers in lower-paying fields.  Table 5 shows the percentage of men and women that work in 
certain fields as well as the median income for men and women in those fields.  While some 
occupations are fairly evenly split between men and women, some occupations are dominated by 
one sex.  Men make up over 75% of the workforce in the following fields: computer and 
mathematical occupations, architecture and engineering occupations, law enforcement workers 
including supervisors, building and grounds cleaning and maintenance occupations, construction 
and extraction occupations, installation, maintenance, and repair occupations, production 
occupations, transportation occupations, and material moving occupations.  Women make up 
over 75% of  the workforce in life, physical, and social science occupations, arts, design, 
entertainment, sports, and media occupations, health diagnosing and treating practitioners and 
other technical occupations, health technologists and technicians, healthcare support occupations, 
personal care and service occupations, and office and administrative support occupations. 
 Differences in the income of men and women are fairly consistent across occupations.  In 
nine of the twenty-five fields listed, men make $15,000 to $23,000 more a year than women.  
The fields in which the discrepancy between the incomes of men and women are the greatest are  
health diagnosing and treating practitioners and other technical occupations (difference of 
$52,208), installation, maintenance, and repair occupations (difference of $39,521), and 
computer and mathematical occupations (difference of $44,618).  Although the trend is that men 
make more money than women, there are a few exceptions.  In four fields (firefighting and 
prevention, and other protective service workers including supervisors, food preparation and  
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Table 5 
Median Earnings by Sex by Occupation in Porter County 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
  Total Male Female 
Median 
earnings 
(dollars) 
Median 
earnings 
(dollars) 
for male 
Median 
earnings 
(dollars) 
for 
female 
Difference 
between 
Female 
and Male 
Earnings 
  Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate Estimate   
Civilian employed population 16 years and over 73,994 54.6% 45.4% $35,712 $46,928 $26,072 -$20,856 
    Management occupations 7,360 68.1% 31.9% $52,109 $61,574 $38,732 -$22,842 
    Business and financial operations occupations 1,956 65.7% 34.3% $58,750 $75,303 $45,139 -$30,164 
    Computer and mathematical occupations 766 86.7% 13.3% $75,726 $76,118 $31,500 -$44,618 
    Architecture and engineering occupations 1,579 78.7% 21.3% $71,204 $71,672 $54,606 -$17,066 
    Life, physical, and social science occupations 142 0.0% 100.0% $12,432 - $12,432   
    Community and social services occupations 990 41.3% 58.7% $40,282 $49,144 $27,784 -$21,360 
    Legal occupations 931 64.7% 35.3% $71,951 $86,971 $70,398 -$16,573 
    Education, training, and library occupations 5,183 30.5% 69.5% $41,147 $45,469 $38,869 -$6,600 
    Arts, design, entertainment, sports, and media  1,074 24.1% 75.9% $21,875 $30,596 $15,558 -$15,038 
    Health diagnosing and treating practitioners and other 
technical occupations 
3,889 19.1% 80.9% $60,565 $102,387 $50,179 -$52,208 
    Health technologists and technicians 1,584 25.0% 75.0% $34,252 $35,750 $32,846 -$2,904 
    Healthcare support occupations  1,667 14.5% 85.5% $12,140 $21,481 $10,586 -$10,895 
    Firefighting and prevention, and other protective service 
workers including supervisors 
341 44.6% 55.4% $28,573 $25,833 $29,375 $3,542 
    Law enforcement workers including supervisors 801 80.1% 19.9% $46,107 $49,844 $31,054 -$18,790 
    Food preparation and serving related occupations 4,517 34.1% 65.9% $9,381 $6,734 $13,234 $6,500 
    Building and grounds cleaning and maintenance  2,507 82.3% 17.7% $10,713 $11,158 $9,364 -$1,794 
    Personal care and service occupations 2,713 12.8% 87.2% $19,797 $19,123 $20,515 $1,392 
    Sales and related occupations 8,639 50.6% 49.4% $26,378 $33,486 $10,870 -$22,616 
    Office and administrative support occupations 8,049 18.9% 81.1% $27,131 $29,517 $26,720 -$2,797 
    Farming, fishing, and forestry occupations 71 100.0% 0.0% 2,500- 2,500- - - 
    Construction and extraction occupations 4,794 100.0% 0.0% $55,376 $55,376 - - 
    Installation, maintenance, and repair occupations 4,147 96.2% 3.8% $46,109 $49,387 $9,866 -$39,521 
    Production occupations 5,805 81.5% 18.5% $41,592 $43,520 $25,999 -$17,521 
    Transportation occupations 1,882 78.3% 21.7% $44,220 $46,238 $12,109 -$34,129 
    Material moving occupations 2,607 86.9% 13.1% $24,370 $23,914 $40,833 $16,919 
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serving food occupations, personal care and service occupations, and material moving 
occupations), women make more money than men.  In three of these occupations, the difference 
is less than $4,000.  The exception is in the material moving occupations, in which women 
compose 13.1% of the workforce and make $16,919 more than men.  
Unemployment and Women in Porter County 
 Table 6 presents data from the 2010 census comparing male and female unemployment 
rates in Porter County, the individual townships within Porter County, the state of Indiana, and 
the United States.  Overall, Porter County has a lower unemployment rate compared to the 
national and state unemployment rates.  Porter County rates for women (6.9%) are also lower 
than national (9.3%) and state (9.3%) rates.  
 In Porter County as a whole, the unemployment rates for men and women are almost 
identical. However, there are some noticeable differences across the townships. Union Township 
has a 6% unemployment rate for men and a 10.8% unemployment rate for women.  Westchester 
Townships has 4.2% unemployment for men and 8% for women.  In Liberty Township, males 
have 3.2% unemployment and females have 6% unemployment.  On the other hand, Pine 
Township has 7.8% unemployment for males and only 4.6% unemployment for females. 
Poverty in Porter County 
 Table 7 presents the poverty rates for Porter County as a whole, the individual townships 
within Porter County, the state of Indiana, and the United States. The poverty rates in Porter 
County for women (10.9%) and for men (8%) are lower than both the state of Indiana, which has 
14.9% poverty rate for women and 12.1% poverty rate for men, and the US, which has 15.1% 
poverty rate for women and 12.5% for men. Overall poverty rates for men and women vary 
across the townships in Porter County, but they never exceed national rates.  
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Table 6 
Unemployment Rates in Porter County by Township and Sex 
US Census 2010 
 
Combined 
Unemployment 
Rate 
Male 
Unemployment 
Rate 
Female 
Unemployment 
Rate 
Township*    
  Boone 9.3% 9.2% 7.3% 
  Center 5.8% 4.9% 4.7% 
  Jackson 6.0% 2.3% 2.0% 
  Liberty 5.3% 3.2% 6.0% 
  Morgan 6.0% 3.6% 5.7% 
  Pine 6.1% 7.8% 4.6% 
  Pleasant 8.7% 7.2% 9.3% 
  Portage 9.6% 9.5% 8.1% 
  Porter 11.0% 11.2% 10.3% 
  Union 7.5% 6.0% 10.8% 
  Washington 4.8% 4.6% 4.2% 
  Westchester 6.5% 4.2% 8.0% 
        
Porter 
County** 
7.5% 6.6% 6.9% 
Indiana** 10.8% 11.1% 9.3% 
United 
States** 
10.8% 10.8% 9.3% 
* American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
** American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
 
 Although as a whole men and women have similar poverty rates in Porter County, within 
specific age groups and townships there are large gaps between the poverty rates of men and 
women. This data is shown in Table 7. Between the ages of 18 and 44 in Liberty, Pine, Portage, 
Union, and Westchester Townships, women have higher poverty rates ranging from 5.3% to 
9.8% above their male counterparts. At the county level, the greatest gap between male and 
female poverty levels occurs in this same 18 to 44 age group, where women have a 5.1% higher 
poverty rate than men. In the 45 to 64 age group the difference is 2.6%, and it lowers to 2.2% in  
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Table 7 
Poverty Rates in Porter County by Age, Township, and Sex 
US Census 2010 
  Population Under age 18 18-44 Years 45-64 Years Age 65 and Over 
  Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male 
Township*                     
  Boone 7.7% 7.8% 7.2% 18.3% 10.4% 9.8% 0.3% 7.0% 3.8% 0.0% 
  Center 11.6% 11.8% 11.6% 10.2% 19.0% 18.2% 5.6% 4.6% 5.7% 4.5% 
  Jackson 3.0% 3.0% 6.1% 5.9% 3.4% 3.8% 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
  Liberty 11.3% 7.1% 14.8% 12.2% 12.8% 7.5% 6.6% 1.1% 10.5% 11.9% 
  Morgan 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
  Pine 11.1% 7.4% 28.3% 25.8% 14.2% 6.3% 6.1% 7.9% 6.2% 1.4% 
  Pleasant 5.2% 3.6% 6.3% 6.5% 9.4% 6.3% 1.1% 3.0% 1.4% 0.0% 
  Portage 15.0% 8.5% 21.1% 15.0% 17.7% 8.0% 9.0% 4.8% 7.7% 4.6% 
  Porter 7.9% 8.0% 8.6% 15.2% 8.3% 10.4% 7.3% 0.0% 6.9% 6.6% 
  Union 8.7% 3.7% 14.4% 8.7% 12.9% 3.3% 1.6% 0.0% 2.1% 2.6% 
  Washington 3.8% 3.9% 0.0% 4.0% 6.5% 3.2% 0.0% 5.9% 13.7% 0.0% 
 Westchester 9.3% 6.3% 9.7% 10.2% 13.4% 8.1% 5.5% 2.2% 6.0% 2.1% 
Porter  10.9% 8.0% 13.1% 12.2% 14.9% 9.8% 6.1% 3.5% 6.2% 3.9% 
Indiana** 14.9% 12.1% 19.1% 19.9% 18.7% 11.0% 8.9% 7.2% 9.6% 5.1% 
USA** 15.1% 12.5% 19.4% 19.0% 17.6% 12.5% 9.9% 8.3% 11.4% 7.0% 
* American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
** American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
 
the 65 and over group. As seen in Figure 4, in Pine and Portage Townships, women under 18 
have significantly higher poverty rates. In Pine Township, over 28% of women under 18 are in 
poverty and in Portage Township, 21.1% of females under 18 are in poverty.  
Poverty and Female-Headed Households 
 Table 8 and Figure 5 show the poverty rates for different family types in Porter County.  
In 2010, 7.6% of all households in the county were in poverty, 2.7% of married-couple families, 
5.6% of male-headed households, and 31.9% of female-headed households were in poverty.  The 
poverty rate for female-headed households is more than four times the rate for all households in  
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Figure 4 
Female Poverty Rates for All Townships by Age 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
18-44
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Table 8 
Poverty in Porter County Households by Household Type 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
    Porter County Households 2000 Porter County Households 2010 
  
 Total # 
# in 
Poverty 
% in 
Poverty Total # 
# in 
Poverty 
% in 
Poverty   
 All Households 39,917 1,570 3.9% 42,989 3,263 7.6% 
Married-couple 
Families 
All 33,016 629 1.9% 32,980 895 2.7% 
Children under 
18 
15,806 395 2.5% 13,545 509 3.8% 
Children under 5 
only 
2,667 112 4.2% 3,572 112 3.1% 
No Children 17,210 234 1.4% 19,435 386 2.0% 
Male Head of 
Household 
All 2,043 153 7.5% 3,005 168 5.6% 
Children under 
18 
1,248 122 9.8% 1,615 168 10.4% 
Children under 5 
only 
335 67 20.0% 563 0   
No Children 795 31 3.9% 1,398 0   
Female Head of 
Household 
All 4,858 778 16.2% 6,905 2,200 31.9% 
Children under 
18 
3,266 734 22.5% 5,100 1,905 37.4% 
Children under 5 
only 
574 208 36.2% 876 182 20.8% 
No Children 1,592 54 3.4% 1,805 295 16.3% 
 
the county.  When you look at households with children under 18, 3.8% of married –couple 
households, 10.4% of male-headed households, and 37.4% of female headed households live in 
poverty.   
While poverty rates in Porter County are not extremely large when compared to state and 
national figures, as indicated in Figure 6, the percentage of households in poverty in Porter 
County has almost doubled since 2000 from 3.9% to 7.6%.  For married couples, poverty rates 
increased from 1.9% to 2.7%, but for male-headed households there was a decline from 7.5% to 
17 
 
5.6%.  Not surprisingly, the most sizeable increase occurred among female-headed households 
where poverty rates increased  
 
 
from 16.2% to 31.9%.  When you examine female-headed households with children under 18 
there was an increase from 27.5% to 37.4%, and for female-headed households with no children 
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Figure 5 
Poverty in Porter County Households by Household Type 2010 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
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Porter County Poverty Rates by Household 2000-2010 
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there was an increase from 3.4% to 16.3%.  The only good news in the data for women is that the 
poverty rates for female-headed households with children under 5 decreased from 36.2% to 
20.8%.   
 Differences in the poverty rates of female-headed households, male-headed households, 
and married-couple families can also be seen at the township level presented in Table 9.
1
 In all 
townships where the data is available, the poverty rate for female-headed households is 
significantly higher than the poverty rates of married-couple households. Those with the highest 
female-head of household with children poverty rates, include Boone (64.24%), Center 
(34.19%), Liberty (40.85%), Pleasant (48.33%), and Westchester (31.85%) townships. 
 The data in in Table 9 also include the raw numbers of households to indicate not just 
rates but the number of households that are in poverty. There are a total of 2,820 households in 
poverty in Porter County. Of those, 1,655 are female-headed households, and 1,538 are female-
headed households with children under 18. In other words, 58.7% of all households in poverty 
are female-headed, and 54.5% of the total is made up of female-headed households with children 
under 18. Of female-headed households in poverty, 92.9% are households with children under 
18. 
 Research performed by the Indiana Prevention Resource Center illustrates the location of 
female-headed households in Porter County that are in poverty. As seen in Figure 7, many of the 
households in poverty in Porter County are single moms families. In Porter County there are 26 
block groups
2
 in which 70 to 100% of the families in poverty are single mom families, and there 
                                                     
1
Notes should be made that the data in Table 9 on townships is derived from five year American Community Survey 
estimates. Data in Table 8 was for Porter County as a whole and based on one year American Community Survey 
estimates. 
2
 Census data is gathered by blocks and these blocks are grouped together at the next level as block groups.  Block 
groups are then grouped together as census tracts.   
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are 14 block groups in which 40 to 70% of families in poverty are single mom families. The 
darkest areas on the map are where more than 70% of the female-headed households with children 
are in poverty. Table 9 
Poverty Status by Family Type by Township 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
  
  
All 
households 
Married-Couple 
Families 
Male-Headed 
Households 
Female-Headed 
Households 
  
  
All 
With 
Children 
Under 18 
All 
With 
Children 
Under 18 
All 
With 
Children 
Under 18 
Porter County 
# in Poverty 2,820 961 538 204 174 1,655 1,538 
% in Poverty 6.59% 2.81% 3.66% 8.96% 14.63% 26.35% 35.15% 
Boone 
# in Poverty 113 16 16 0 0 97 97 
% in Poverty 7.17% 1.27% 2.68% 0.00% 0.00% 40.76% 64.24% 
Center 
# in Poverty 710 236 146 71 71 403 373 
% in Poverty 7.00% 2.90% 3.98% 14.52% 31.56% 26.53% 34.19% 
Jackson 
# in Poverty 26 26 26 0 0 0 0 
% in Poverty 1.75% 1.97% 4.38% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
Liberty 
# in Poverty 215 109 61 10 10 96 96 
% in Poverty 8.42% 5.02% 6.68% 14.49% 41.67% 30.87% 40.85% 
Morgan 
# in Poverty 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
% in Poverty 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
Pine 
# in Poverty 50 37 29 5 5 8 8 
% in Poverty 5.81% 4.79% 20.28% 9.80% 55.56% 21.62% 26.67% 
Pleasant 
# in Poverty 38 9 3 0 0 29 29 
% in Poverty 3.33% 0.91% 0.64% 0.00% 0.00% 27.88% 48.33% 
Portage 
# in Poverty 1,113 248 104 86 73 779 692 
% in Poverty 8.94% 2.77% 2.80% 8.69% 13.01% 30.88% 38.13% 
Porter 
# in Poverty 163 113 30 15 15 35 35 
% in Poverty 6.28% 5.01% 3.37% 23.08% 55.56% 12.73% 18.82% 
Union 
# in Poverty 103 66 56 0 0 37 37 
% in Poverty 4.30% 3.17% 5.63% 0.00% 0.00% 18.23% 25.69% 
Washington 
# in Poverty 21 7 0 0 0 14 14 
% in Poverty 1.58% 0.58% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 27.45% 27.45% 
Westchester 
# in Poverty 268 94 67 17 0 157 157 
% in Poverty 5.07% 2.23% 3.52% 6.91% 0.00% 18.92% 31.85% 
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Figure 7 
Percent of Families in Poverty that are Single Mother Families 
Indiana Prevention Resource Center 
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Levels Above Poverty 
 In addition to the high rates of poverty among female-headed households in Porter 
County, female-headed households are likely to occupy positions right above the poverty line, 
putting them at risk of falling into poverty. Table 10 shows the number of households at various 
levels above the poverty line. Each section indicates the degree to which people are above the 
poverty line. For example, under 1.30 indicates those whose income places them above the 
poverty line but whose income is less than 1.3 times the poverty line. Over 35% of female-
headed households are in this category, as are 47.48% of female-headed households with 
children.  A significantly lower number of female-headed households fall into higher income 
categories. When combined with data on poverty rates, this indicates that most female-headed 
households in Porter County with children are either in poverty or are in danger of falling into 
poverty.  
 
Homelessness in Porter County:  The Feminization of Homelessness 
In Porter County over 100 women and an additional 130 children were 
homeless in both 2011 and 2012. 
 
According to the Department of Housing and Urban Development’s definition, a person or 
family is homeless if they lack: 
A fixed, regular, and adequate nighttime residence, which includes a 
primary nighttime residence of:  
 
A place not designed for or ordinarily used as a regular sleeping 
accommodation (including car, park, abandoned building, bus/train station, 
airport, or camping ground)  
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Table 10 
Levels Above Poverty 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates 
    Total 
With Children 
Under 18 
With Children 
Under 5 Only 
With Children 
5-17 Only 
No Children 
Under 18 
    # % # % # % # % # % 
Under 
1.30 
Married 1,844 5.51% 1,008 6.86% 204 7.73% 322 3.57% 836 4.45% 
Male Head 
of 
Household 
1,300 51.61% 215 16.81% 59 17.10% 47 6.48% 85 6.85% 
Female 
Head of 
Household 
2,311 36.39% 2,076 47.48% 368 42.49% 969 38.38% 235 11.88% 
1.30-
1.49 
Married 733 2.19% 413 2.81% 0 0.00% 302 3.35% 320 1.70% 
Male Head 
of 
Household 
162 6.43% 91 7.11% 11 3.19% 80 11.03% 71 5.73% 
Female 
Head of 
Household 
430 6.77% 265 6.06% 15 1.73% 225 8.91% 165 8.34% 
1.50-
1.84 
Married 1,206 3.60% 524 3.57% 106 4.02% 218 2.42% 682 3.63% 
Male Head 
of 
Household 
269 10.68% 188 14.70% 116 33.62% 12 1.66% 81 6.53% 
Female 
Head of 
Household 
338 5.32% 229 5.24% 66 7.62% 113 4.48% 109 5.51% 
1.85 
and 
Above 
Married 29,705 88.70% 12,746 86.76% 2,330 88.26% 8170 90.66% 16959 90.22% 
Male Head 
of 
Household 
1,788 70.98% 785 61.38% 159 46.09% 524 72.28% 1,003 80.89% 
Female 
Head of 
Household 
3,271 51.51% 1,802 41.22% 417 48.15% 1,218 48.24% 1,469 74.27% 
 
 
 
23 
 
A publicly or privately operated shelter or transitional housing, including a 
hotel or motel paid for by government or charitable organizations  
 
In addition, a person is considered homeless if he or she is being discharged 
from an institution where he or she has been a resident for 30 days or less 
and the person resided in a shelter or place not meant for human habitation 
immediately prior to entering that institution.
3
 
 
 Following the definition provided by HUD, it is difficult to determine the extent of 
homelessness in a particular community.  The primary method is the point-in-time (PIT) count 
that records the number of homeless on one day in the last seven days of January.  According to 
the data from the PIT count in 2010 there were 91 homeless persons in Porter County.
4
  As 
indicated in Figures 8 and 9, in 2011 there were 154 homeless persons and in 2012 there were 
154
5
.  The overwhelming majority of homeless people in Porter County, according to these 
counts, are female. In 2011 there were 110 homeless women, 76% of the total.  In 2012 there 
were 116 homeless females, 75.3% of all the homeless persons and 83% of those persons 
reporting their sex.   
 In addition to adults, the PIT count reports the number of children who accompany these 
homeless adults.  In 2011, there were 131 homeless children, 56 girls and 75 boys under the age 
                                                     
3
 The HUD definition has been revised beginning in January of 2012 and includes the following change to the last 
paragraph:  “In addition, a person is considered homeless if he or she is being discharged from an 
institution where he or she has been a resident for 90 days or less and the person resided in a shelter (but 
not transitional housing) or place not meant for human habitation immediately prior to entering that 
institution.  It also includes a new set of rules related to the documentation of homelessness. 
http://www.hudhre.info/documents/HEARTH_HomelessDefinition_FinalRule.pdf. 
4
 No Place like Home.  Porter County Indiana Plan to End Homelessness, p. 10.   
5
 The number of homeless men and homeless women in 2012 will not add up 154. In the data collected 116 females, 
23 males, and 15 persons whose gender was not given were homeless. The persons whose gender was not given are 
not included in comparisons between men and women. 
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of 17.  In 2012 there were 132 homeless children. In 2012 the number of girls and boys were 
almost completely reversed and there were 74 girls and 58 boys.
6
   
 In 2011, 81.2% (90) of the 110 homeless women were white, and in 2012, 87.1% (101) 
out of 116 homeless women were white.  Most homeless women in Porter County are 
unemployed, but in 2011 about one third were employed and in 2012 about 20% were employed. 
In 2011, 41.2% (46) of the homeless women reported being domestic violence victims, and in 
2012, 31.2% (37) of homeless women reported they experienced domestic violence. In 2011 
57.3% (63) of the females reported owning a vehicle and in 2012 only 26.7% (31) reported 
owning a vehicle.  
 
 
 
 
                                                     
6
 The numbers presented here differ from those presented in the No Place like Home.  Porter County Indiana Plan to 
End Homelessness, p. 10.  The data presented here result from our own examination of the raw data in the PIT 
counts in both of these years.   
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Open Arms Women’s Shelter 
 From October 15, 2011 to April 15, 2012, twenty-three different women stayed at the 
Open Arms Women’s Shelter. An average of five women stayed at the shelter each night. 
However, in the last month an average of eight women stayed at the shelter each night.
7
 
Age of Homeless Persons 
 As indicated in Figures 10 and 11, the age distribution of homeless women changed from 
2011 to 2012.  In 2011 the distribution across age groups from 20-60 was quite constant.  
However, in 2012 it became quite skewed towards younger persons in their 20’s and 30’s.  More 
specifically, in 2011 there were 26 (23.6%) homeless women in their 30s, 21 (19.1%) homeless 
                                                     
7
 Personal communication, Kristin Lewis, April 21, 2012.   
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women in their 40s, and 21 (19.1%) in their 50s. In contrast, in 2012, 41 (35.3%) homeless 
women were in their 20s, 34 (29.3%) were in their 30s, and 20 (17.24%) were in their 40s. In 
general, almost 75% of the women in 2012 were under 40, whereas, the comparable figure for 
2011 was 52%.  As indicated in Table 11, a similar pattern emerges in the children’s data with 
children in 2012 tending to be somewhat younger than in 2011.
 8
  This is not surprising given the 
overall younger age of the female adults in 2012.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                     
8
 Note in the 2011 PIT Homelessness Survey three lines of data for the age and gender of children were faulty. Data 
from these three rows was omitted from this table. 
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Table 11 
 Ages of Homeless Children 2011 and 2012 
PIT Homelessness Survey 
Years 2011 2012 
Ages  Female Male Females Males  
Total 56 75 74 58 
Age Less Than 1 year 7 5 6 8 
Age 1-5 9 18 20 16 
Age 6-12 22 21 33 17 
Age 13-17 15 23 13 15 
Age not given 3 8 2 2 
 
Duration and Frequency of Homelessness 
 As indicated in Figure 12, in 2011 most homeless persons report that they have been 
homeless between 0 – 30 days.  For example, a total of 104 persons, 67.5% of the total number, 
were homeless for 0 – 30 days.  This included 81 females and 23 males.  It is difficult to compare 
2012 to 2011 because in 2012 30 persons did not respond to this question.  Keeping this in mind, 
in 2012 there were 49 persons who reported being homeless for 0 – 30 days, 39.5% of those 
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responding.  Of this total, 37 were female and 12 males.  There does seem to be evidence that 
females in particular are experiencing longer periods of homelessness in 2012.  For example, in 
2011 30 females reported being homeless longer than 30 days, and in 2012, despite 27 females 
not responding, a total of 52 women reported being homeless for longer than 30 days.   
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Episodes of Homelessness 
 As indicated in Figures 14 and 15, in both 2011 and 2012 most of the homeless persons were 
experiencing their first bout with homelessness.  In 2011 84.4% (96 women and 34 men) were 
experiencing their first homelessness.  In 2012, of those reporting, 66.6% (52 women and 9 men) were 
experiencing their first homelessness. Looking only at females, it is apparent that in 2012 females were 
reporting more episodes of homeless than in 2011.  For example, in 2011 13.4% of females reported 
experiencing more than one episode of homelessness and in 2012, 38.1% of females reported multiple 
episodes of  homelessness.  And note that in Figure 15, 13 women in 2012 report being homeless at least 
4 times.  Clearly in 2012 women are reporting experiencing more episodes of homelessness.  
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Homeless Persons and Disabilities 
 Figures 16 and 17 list the number of persons reporting various disabilities in the PIT 
counts in 2011 and 2012.  Patterns are difficult to discern in the data because not all persons 
answered the question and many indicated multiple disabilities.  One pattern that does emerge is 
that more persons reported disabilities in 2012 than in 2011.  In 2011, 41.7% reported having 
some disability and 69.5% reported some type of disability in 2012.  In particular, the number of 
persons reporting physical disabilities and mental illness increased in 2012.  It also is clear that 
females report having some type of disability, specifically a physical disability or mental illness 
at a rate much higher than do males in both years.    
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Where They Stayed Previous Night 
 In 2011 when asked in the PIT count where they stayed the previous night, 36.7% (55) of 
persons said they stayed in a rental unit and 42.3% (44) of the women responding also indicated 
they had stayed in a rental unit.  In 2012 the pattern was quite different.  Of all persons 
responding, 45.8% (60) indicated they had stayed in a transitional housing unit and 48.2% (53) 
of the women responding said they had stayed in transitional housing.  In 2012, only 12.3% (16) 
of all persons and 11.8% (13) of the women stayed in a rental unit.  This data is presented in 
Figures 18 and 19. 
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 Looking at the previous data taken primarily from the PIT counts in 2011 and 2012, most 
of those persons reporting to be homeless are women, many are victims of domestic violence, 
many have children, and most are unemployed.  While 2 years is not enough time to discern a 
trend, the 2012 count indicates that there are more homeless women, they are becoming younger, 
as are their children, they are experiencing more and longer periods of homelessness, and are 
more likely to report having disabilities, particularly mental illness and physical disabilities.   
 
Women and Education in Porter County  
There is very little difference between the level of educational attainment of 
men and women in Porter County. Girls generally score higher than boys on 
the language arts section of the ISTEP, but there is no substantial difference 
between the mathematics scores of boys and girls in Porter County. 
 
 To assess the educational status and performance of women in Porter County, educational 
attainment data was gathered from the US Census, and the results the Indiana Statewide Testing 
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for Educational Progress (ISTEP) scores for the schools in the County were obtained from the 
Indiana Department of Education. Together the data provide a picture of the current levels of 
education of men and women in Porter County and also allows for comparison of the 
achievement levels of males and females still in school.  
Educational Attainment 
 Table 12 presents data comparing levels of education in Porter County, the state of 
Indiana, and the entire nation. There is no substantial difference in the educational attainment 
levels of men and women in Porter County. Women are slightly more likely than men to 
graduate from high school and attend some college, but men are slightly more likely than women 
to receive a bachelor’s degree or a degree beyond a bachelor’s degree. Compared to the rest of 
the state of Indiana, women in Porter County have higher educational attainment at all 
educational levels. Women in Porter County exceed national levels in having high school 
degrees and some college, but are slightly below national rates in earning bachelor’s degrees and 
degrees beyond the bachelor’s degree. The difference in each of these cases, however, is very 
small.  
 
 
Table 12 
Educational Attainment and Gender Age 25 and Over 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
  
High School 
Degree 
Some College  
Bachelor's 
Degree 
Beyond 
Bachelor's 
Degree 
  Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 
Nation 84.8% 86.3% 56.0% 58.0% 28.5% 27.9% 10.8% 10.1% 
Indiana 86.4% 87.6% 50.1% 51.9% 23.0% 22.3% 8.2% 8.0% 
Porter County 90.9% 91.5% 56.1% 60.8% 27.9% 26.9% 10.7% 9.7% 
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 While overall educational attainment levels of Porter County women are high, there are a 
few areas of the county where there are some deficiencies. Table 13 presents data on educational 
attainment levels in Porter County at the township level and the state and national levels. This 
table is different from Table 12, because each cell in Table 13 represents the highest level of 
educational attainment for people in that category. Table 12 puts persons with multiple degrees 
into several categories. For example, Table 12 reports that 26.9% of women in Porter County had 
a bachelor’s degree. In Table 13 the comparable figure is 17.3%. This latter figure includes only 
those whose highest educational attainment is a bachelor’s degree. In the previous table, 26.9% 
represents both those females with only bachelor’s degrees and those females who also have 
graduate degrees.  
 There are very few differences between men and women across Porter County in the rates 
of non-high school graduation, high school graduation, college attendance, or college degree 
completion. However, as shown in Table 13, there are some areas within Porter County where 
educational attainment is lower. For example, in Washington Township only 6.3% of women 
obtained a bachelor’s degree, compared to 17.3% for Porter County as a whole. In Portage 
Township only 4.2% of men and 4.4% of women have obtained a professional or graduate 
degree compared to 10.7% of men and 9.7% of women county-wide. In Porter County as a 
whole, 1% more men than women have achieved professional of graduate degrees. The  
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Table 13 
Highest Educational Attainment for 25 and Over by Township by Sex  
US Census 2010 
    
Population 25 
and over (Total) 
Less than 9th 
Grade 
Some High 
School; No 
diploma 
High School 
Graduate (includes 
equivalency) 
Some College/ 
Associates degree 
Bachelor's 
Degree 
Professional or 
Graduate Degree 
Boone* 
Males 2,009 3.8% 11.2% 42.6% 30.8% 8.7% 2.8% 
Females 2,192 0.5% 6.8% 38.1% 36.1% 9.9% 8.5% 
Center* 
Males 13,047 2.3% 5.4% 24.5% 32.0% 21.1% 14.6% 
Females 14,776 2.4% 5.0% 27.0% 29.1% 26.2% 10.2% 
Jackson* 
Males 1,654 1.1% 4.1% 32.0% 28.4% 20.0% 14.4% 
Females 1,811 1.5% 5.6% 34.1% 29.1% 20.7% 9.1% 
Liberty* 
Males 2,919 3.5% 8.9% 31.5% 26.3% 23.1% 6.6% 
Females 2,983 1.4% 5.2% 33.4% 29.0% 18.7% 12.3% 
Morgan* 
Males 1,075 0.0% 1.1% 34.8% 36.9% 19.1% 8.1% 
Females 1,114 0.0% 0.9% 39.8% 30.1% 13.6% 15.6% 
Pine* 
Males 1,209 1.1% 5.1% 35.2% 32.2% 12.0% 14.4% 
Females 1,091 2.7% 5.8% 31.8% 29.5% 20.1% 10.1% 
Pleasant* 
Males 1,521 1.1% 6.1% 47.7% 28.3% 9.9% 6.8% 
Females 1,252 1.0% 3.8% 42.3% 37.0% 10.3% 5.6% 
Portage* 
Males 14,627 3.4% 6.1% 45.4% 28.7% 12.1% 4.2% 
Females 16,349 2.4% 9.0% 38.7% 33.7% 11.7% 4.4% 
Porter* 
Males 3,124 3.5% 5.1% 38.7% 32.9% 12.1% 7.6% 
Females 3,188 4.2% 5.1% 42.1% 29.0% 11.8% 8.0% 
Union* 
Males 2,831 2.4% 5.7% 36.1% 27.2% 16.4% 12.2% 
Females 2,824 2.9% 4.2% 37.1% 31.0% 17.4% 7.3% 
Washington* 
Males 1,677 3.0% 7.0% 37.7% 28.2% 14.4% 9.8% 
Females 1,514 0.0% 5.7% 40.0% 39.3% 6.3% 8.7% 
Westchester* 
Males 6,181 0.9% 6.1% 30.6% 33.8% 16.1% 12.4% 
Females 7,024 1.4% 4.0% 28.0% 35.9% 21.4% 9.4% 
Lake County** 
Males 152,380 4.6% 8.3% 39.2% 28.6% 13.2% 6.2% 
Females 173,181 4.3% 8.4% 33.8% 32.6% 14.0% 7.0% 
LaPorte County** 
Males 39,446 3.4% 13.6% 35.9% 28.0% 12.4% 6.8% 
Females 37,660 1.6% 9.0% 40.5% 32.9% 10.0% 6.0% 
Porter County** 
Males 52,680 2.0% 7.1% 34.8% 28.1% 17.2% 10.7% 
Females 56,754 1.4% 7.1% 30.7% 33.9% 17.3% 9.7% 
Indiana** 
Males 2,039,212 4.5% 9.1% 36.3% 27.1% 14.8% 8.2% 
Females 2,190,586 3.9% 8.6% 35.7% 29.6% 14.4% 8.0% 
United States** 
Males 98,304,845 6.3% 8.9% 28.8% 27.6% 17.7% 10.8% 
Females 105,984,088 5.9% 7.8% 28.2% 30.1% 17.8% 10.1% 
* ACS 5-Year Estimates 
** ACS 1-Year Estimates 
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townships in which men’s attainment of graduate or professional degrees exceeds women’s by 
the most are: Jackson (5.3% difference), Center (4.4% difference), Pine (4.2% difference) and 
Union (4.9% difference) Townships. In Pleasant (5.6%), Portage (4.4%), and Union (7.3%) 
Townships, the percentage of women with graduate or professional degrees are below the state 
average of 8.0%. 
 
 
ISTEP Scores 
 The Indiana Statewide Testing for Educational Progress (ISTEP) helps determine student 
achievement in certain areas of study. According to Table 14, ISTEP scores in Porter County, 
with a very few exceptions, tend to be higher than the statewide scores. When comparisons are 
made between male and female students in Porter County schools, girls overall tend to perform 
better on the language arts test than boys. For example, in Boone Township Schools, 89% of 
male students in 3
rd
 grade, 93% in 6
th
 grade, and 87% in 8
th
 grade passed the language arts test 
while 92% of female students in 3
rd
 grade, 97% in 6
th
 grade, and 97% in 8
th
 grade passed. On the 
other hand, while girls generally pass at rates equal to boys, there is a slight tendency for Porter 
County males to pass at higher rates than girls on the math portion of the test.  In the 2005 
“Women in Porter County” study, it was reported that there was a trend of girls’ mathematics 
scores decreasing as they grew older. However, this trend is not apparent in the current data.  
Girls’ scores in mathematics remain fairly consistent with the scores of boys, and neither boys 
nor girls show a trend of decreasing scores with age.   
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Table 14 
Percentage of Students Passing ISTEP 
By Grade and Gender in Spring 2011 
Indiana Department of Education 
    Language Arts Mathematics LA and Math 
Schools  Grade Male Female Male Female Male Female 
Michigan 
City Area 
Schools 
3
rd
 72% 80% 72% 69% 63% 64% 
6
th
 87% 95% 86% 88% 80% 87% 
8
th
 87% 90% 89% 89% 82% 83% 
Boone 
Township 
Schools 
3
rd
 89% 92% 94% 89% 87% 85% 
6
th
 93% 97% 93% 95% 90% 92% 
8
th
 87% 97% 89% 87% 75% 80% 
Duneland 
School 
Corporation 
3
rd
 89% 93% 87% 86% 81% 85% 
6
th
 72% 89% 89% 86% 67% 82% 
8
th
 76% 90% 87% 88% 74% 85% 
East Porter 
County 
School 
Corp. 
3
rd
 96% 97% 97% 94% 96% 92% 
6
th
 89% 91% 90% 90% 85% 87% 
8
th
 80% 93% 84% 89% 74% 88% 
Porter 
Township 
School 
Corp. 
3
rd
 93% 91% 86% 80% 82% 74% 
6
th
 68% 91% 92% 88% 68% 80% 
8
th
 85% 92% 92% 94% 88% 88% 
Union 
Township 
School 
Corp. 
3
rd
 94% 96% 94% 89% 90% 85% 
6
th
 71% 94% 76% 93% 68% 90% 
8
th
 83% 86% 90% 89% 79% 83% 
Portage 
Township 
Schools 
3
rd
 90% 91% 89% 84% 84% 81% 
6
th
 73% 82% 81% 89% 66% 77% 
8
th
 72% 82% 83% 86% 68% 77% 
Valparaiso 
Community 
Schools 
3
rd
 92% 97% 92% 93% 87% 91% 
6
th
 87% 95% 86% 88% 80% 87% 
8
th
 87% 90% 89% 89% 82% 84% 
All Indiana 
Schools 
3
rd
 79% 85% 78% 76% * * 
6
th
 79% 69% 79% 79% * * 
8
th
 65% 76% 75% 75% * * 
* Information was not available for the percent of males and females who passed 
both the math and language arts tests for the state of Indiana. 
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Women’s Health 
Within Porter County, women have slightly better health than men, are 
more likely to have health insurance, and overall have lower mortality 
rates. Women in Porter County have high mortality rates for Alzheimer’s 
disease, cancer, hypertension, mental disorder, breast cancer, ovarian 
cancer, and pancreatic cancer compared to women across the state. 
 
 The most comprehensive examination of health issues in Porter County is contained in 
the Epidemiological Report on the Health Concerns of Northwest Indiana prepared by the 
Professional Research Consultants in 2005.  The data in that report was discussed in the previous 
report, Women in Porter County in 2005.  There has been no similar health report since that time.  
The following is an effort to draw from a variety of different and more recent sources to gain an 
understanding of women’s health issues in Porter County.  
 
Health Insurance 
 Figure 20 presents data from the Office on Women’s Health, a project of the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services Office on Women's Health, 
9
 on the percent of 
residents in Porter County by sex without health insurance. As indicated, women in Porter 
County are slightly more likely than men to have health insurance. Between 2005 and 2009, the 
percent of men without health insurance ranged from a low of 16% (in 2008) to a high of 20.1% 
(in 2006). The percent of women without health insurance ranged from a low of 13.3% (in 2007) 
to a high of 15.7% (in 2006).  
                                                     
9
 http://womenshealth.gov/about-us/ 
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Health Conditions of Mothers 
 Figure 21 presents data from the Office of Women’s Health on the health conditions of 
mothers in Porter County between 2004 and 2008 related to diabetes, chronic hypertension, 
pregnancy related hypertension, and eclampsia.  In the most recent years of the report there is a 
substantial increase in the number of mothers diagnosed with pregnancy related hypertension and 
diabetes. In 2006, only 39 mothers reported having diabetes, and that figure jumped to 92 in 
2007 and 89 in 2008.  The number of mothers with pregnancy-related hypertension hit a low 
point in 2006 with 59 and jumped to 80 by 2008.  Chronic hypertension among mothers has 
remained steady, with the number of mothers experiencing it between 16 and 26. Eclampsia 
among mothers also has remained steady, with 9 to 16 mothers experiencing it between 2004 and 
2007. 
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Porter County Residents without Health Insurance, 2005-2009 
The Office on Women's Health, 2012 
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Overall Mortality Rates 
 Figure 22 presents data regarding the age adjusted death rates per 100,000 population for 
men and women in Porter County from 2003 to 2007.   Men in Porter County have substantially 
higher death rates than women. The death rate of men in Porter County is consistently over 900 
per 100,000 while the highest death rate for females in Porter County was 757.5 in 2003. 
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Porter County Mothers with Health Conditions, 2004-2008 
The Office on Women's Health, 2012 
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Specific Mortality Rates  
 Table 15 presents data on the age adjusted death rates per 100,000 population for men 
and women in Porter County by the cause of death.  Males have higher mortality rates in all 
years from 2003 – 2007 for cancer, coronary heart disease, heart disease, respiratory problems, 
and unintended injuries, and in most years for pneumonia/influenza, and diabetes.  In more than 
half the years women have higher mortality rates than men for Alzheimer’s disease, 
hypertension, mental disorders, and strokes.   
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Porter County Death Rates per 100,000 Population, Age-Adjusted, 2003-
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The Office on Women's Health, 2012 
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Table 15 
Porter County Mortality Rates (per 100,000), Age-Adjusted, 2003-2007 
The Office on Women's Health, 2012 
  2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 
Alzheimer's 
Female 29.8 36.6 37 50 34.7 
Male 36.9 13.7 29.7 37.9 27.3 
Cancer 
Female 196 176.7 165.5 164.8 170.4 
Male 216.2 264.9 198.8 214.6 237.8 
Coronary Heart Disease 
Female 119.3 89.7 97.6 94 99 
Male 158.5 177.7 206.5 181.7 161.6 
Diabetes 
Female 46.5 14.6 22.8 21 19.7 
Male 34 39.1 36.1 35.2 27.5 
Digestive Disorder 
Female 20.6 13.9 17.9 28.8 16.2 
Male 22.6 28.4 14.9 14.1 23 
Heart Disease 
Female 194.9 170.7 160.6 190.2 165.7 
Male 284.9 264.8 300.5 254.1 248.1 
Hypertension 
Female 13.7 21.3 11.6 24.8 18.9 
Male 9.4 12 14.7 13.4 28.7 
Mental Disorder 
Female 27.9 20.3 18.5 30.8 38.1 
Male 21.4 14.8 15.3 22.2 56.3 
Pneumonia/Influenza 
Female 10.2 10 8.2 7.8 6.8 
Male 13.3 28 21.7 18.7 - 
Respiratory Disease 
Female 47.8 62.6 65.1 55.4 52.7 
Male 71.2 89.7 97.7 100.9 75.4 
Stroke 
Female 51.6 53.8 43.3 39.3 39.3 
Male 52.9 44.9 37.7 34.1 40.6 
Unintentional Injury 
Female 21 34.7 26.5 22.8 22.5 
Male 37.9 49 49.3 49.2 41.8 
 
Mortality Rates Compared to Other Women 
 Table 16 compares the mortality rates of women in Porter County to the mortality rates of 
women across the state of Indiana. Women in Porter County have significantly higher mortality 
rates for Alzheimer’s disease, cancer, hypertension, and mental disorder.  Recently mortality 
rates among women in Porter County for heart disease have surpassed the state. On the other 
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hand, women in Porter County have lower mortality rates for coronary heart disease, diabetes, 
digestive disorders, pneumonia and influenza, respiratory disease, stroke, and unintentional 
injury.  
 
 
Table 16 
Female Mortality Rates (per 100,000), Age-Adjusted, 2003-2007 
The Office on Women's Health, 2012 
  2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 
Alzheimer's 
Porter  29.8 36.6 37 50 34.7 
Indiana 25 25.7 27.1 27.5 26.5 
Cancer 
Porter  196 176.7 165.5 164.8 170.4 
Indiana 174.2 167.2 167 166.3 160.7 
Coronary Heart Disease 
Porter  119.3 89.7 97.6 94 99 
Indiana 131.5 119.5 113.3 109.6 99.6 
Diabetes 
Porter  46.5 14.6 22.8 21 19.7 
Indiana 24.8 23.1 23.5 22.9 21.3 
Digestive Disorder 
Porter  20.6 13.9 17.9 28.8 16.2 
Indiana 25.9 26.7 24.9 26 23.3 
Heart Disease 
Porter  194.9 170.7 160.6 190.2 165.7 
Indiana 200.2 183 181.4 174.5 163.1 
Hypertension 
Porter  13.7 21.3 11.6 24.8 18.9 
Indiana 14.3 15.9 16.4 14.5 14.1 
Mental Disorder 
Porter  27.9 20.3 18.5 30.8 38.1 
Indiana 20.1 21.2 22.7 26.4 25.7 
Pneumonia/Influenza 
Porter  10.2 10 8.2 7.8 6.8 
Indiana 18.4 15.2 18.2 13.6 14.6 
Respiratory Disease 
Porter  47.8 62.6 65.1 55.4 52.7 
Indiana 80.1 74.6 81.1 72.9 70.9 
Stroke 
Porter  51.6 53.8 43.3 39.3 39.3 
Indiana 55.6 53.2 49.7 47.6 44.8 
Unintentional Injury 
Porter  21 34.7 26.5 22.8 22.5 
Indiana 23.1 24.9 25.2 24.4 24.7 
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Cancer Incident Rates  
 Table 17 presents the incident rates for different types of cancer for women in Porter 
County compared to the incident rates for women in the state of Indiana and the United States as 
a whole. Overall the female cancer incident rates per 100,000 population in Porter County are 
similar to those of both the state of Indiana and the US. Porter County females have slightly 
higher incident rates for uterine and breast cancer. The uterine cancer incident rate for women in 
Porter County is 28.5, compared to 25.8 for Indiana and 24.0 for the US. The incident rate for 
breast cancer in Porter County is 126.2, compared to 115.1 for Indiana and 121.0 for the US.  
Figure 23 provides a graphic view of this information.  
Table 17 
Porter County Cancer Incidence Rates per 100,000 population for Females, 2004-2008 
State Cancer Profiles, 2008 
Type/Site of Cancer Porter County Indiana US 
Bladder 8.6 9.2 21.2 
Brain/ONS 6.5 6.2 5.7 
Breast 126.2 115.1 121.0 
Cervix 9.5 7.9 8.1 
Colon/Rectum 44.3 44.2 41.4 
Kidney/Renal Pelvis 12.4 12.7 10.9 
Leukemia 8.7 9.4 9.7 
Lung/Bronchus 63.5 63.6 55.8 
Melanoma 17.1 14.2 15.3 
Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma 14.9 17.0 16.3 
Oral Cavity/Pharynx 4.6 6.0 6.1 
Ovary 12.2 12.3 12.6 
Pancreas 12.2 10.0 10.4 
Stomach 4.2 3.5 4.7 
Thyroid 15.0 14.3 16.3 
Uterus 28.5 25.8 24.0 
         Note: The following cancer types/sites were not included because the number of cases was 
too small to make reliable statistical calculations: esophagus, liver/bile duct. 
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Cancer Mortality Rates 
 Table 18 presents data comparing the cancer mortality rates of females in Porter County 
with the rates of women in Indiana and the US. Again, the Porter County rates are very similar to 
the state and national rates. Both Porter County and Indiana have higher mortality rates for 
lung/bronchus cancer at 46.2 and 47.2, respectively, compared with the US’s rate of 40.1. Porter 
County has slightly higher mortality rates for breast cancer, ovarian cancer, and pancreatic 
cancer when compared to the state. The mortality rate for breast cancer in Porter County is 24.1 
compared to 24.0 for the state, and the mortality rate for ovarian cancer is 10.0 in Porter County 
compared to 8.7 for the state. For pancreatic cancer, Porter County has a morality rate of 12.9 
while Indiana has a mortality rate of 9.5. Figure 24 provides a graphic illustration of this data.  
Table 18 
Porter County Death Rates for Females with Cancer, 2004-2008 
State Cancer Profiles, 2012 
Type/Site of Cancer Porter County Indiana U.S. 
Brain 4.4 4.0 3.5 
Breast 24.1 24.0 23.5 
Colon/Rectum 16.5 15.6 14.5 
Leukemia 6.6 5.8 5.4 
Lung/Bronchus 46.2 47.2 40.1 
Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma 5.8 5.8 5.4 
Ovary 10.0 8.7 8.4 
Pancreas 12.9 9.5 9.4 
Uterus 4.3 4.5 4.2 
         Note: The following cancer types/sites were not included because the number of cases was 
too small to make reliable statistical calculations: bladder, cervix, esophagus, kidney/renal 
pelvis, liver/bile duct, melanoma, oral cavity/pharynx, stomach, and thyroid. 
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Women and Drugs 
While young females in Porter County are, overall, less likely to consume 
alcohol and drugs than young males in Porter County, they are substantially 
and significantly more likely than females across the state to consume 
alcohol and use drugs. Generally, women in Porter County are less likely 
than men in Porter County to be arrested for a drug and alcohol related 
offenses or be treated for alcohol and drug abuse. 
 
 Four sources of data were used to examine substance abuse related issues among women 
in Porter County: the Alcohol, Tobacco, and Other Drugs (ATOD) survey provides information 
about the drug use of sixth through twelfth graders in Porter County, the Porter County Sherriff’s 
Department report provides arrest records for alcohol and drug related offenses, Porter County 
Adult Probation Services Reports provide information on positive drug tests of adult 
probationers, and the Porter-Starke Services Report provides information on treatments for drug 
use and addiction in Porter County. 
Female Students and Drugs 
 Tables 19 and 20 show the results of the 2010 ATOD survey of Porter County students. 
Table 19 compares males and females in Porter County and Table 20 compares Porter County 
females to female students in the rest of Indiana.  The ATOD survey data presented here shows 
the proportion of 6
th
 through 12
th
 graders reporting monthly use of alcohol, cigarettes, marijuana, 
prescription drugs, and over the counter drugs.  The data is limited to these five substances 
because they were reported to be used the most frequently.
10
 Because of the large amount of 
information contained in these tables, they have been broken down in separate graphs to 
illustrate more clearly the relationships between various subgroups.   
                                                     
10
 For a more complete description of this data see “The Consumption and Consequences of Alcohol, Tobacco, and 
Drugs in Porter County:  A Local Epidemiological Profile.” The Community Research and Service Center, 
Valparaiso University, June, 2011.   
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Table 19 
Percentage of Students Reporting Monthly Use of Drugs, 2010 
ATOD, 2010 
    6th 7th 8th 9th 10th 11th 12th 
Alcohol 
Male 7.4% 11.1% 21.0% 25.8% 38.2% 44.2% 42.8% 
Female 7.7% 17.4% 28.7% 32.8% 37.4% 38.9% 43.3% 
Cigarettes 
Male 2.4% 7.5% 16.2% 18.0% 23.2% 30.8% 26.9% 
Female 3.2% 7.8% 17.3% 19.6% 22.4% 22.7% 25.1% 
Marijuana 
Male 2.0% 5.8% 15.4% 16.5% 29.7% 29.7% 28.5% 
Female 1.8% 4.5% 13.3% 16.9% 23.2% 20.1% 19.7% 
Prescription Drugs 
Male 0.5% 1.7% 5.4% 6.5% 9.5% 13.6% 13.6% 
Female 1.1% 2.1% 6.5% 9.2% 13.1% 7.6% 9.0% 
Over the Counter 
Drugs 
Male 1.4% 1.3% 4.8% 4.2% 5.3% 6.7% 3.3% 
Female 1.2% 3.6% 6.1% 6.8% 7.8% 4.4% 4.4% 
 
 
Table 20 
Percentage of Porter County and Indiana Female Students Reporting Use of Drugs, 2010 
ATOD, 2010 
    6th 7th 8th 9th 10th 11th 12th 
Alcohol 
Porter County 7.7% 17.4% 28.7% 32.8% 37.4% 38.9% 43.3% 
Indiana 5.8% 12.1% 20.8% 25.4% 29.9% 30.8% 36.3% 
Cigarettes 
Porter County 3.2% 7.8% 17.3% 19.6% 22.4% 22.7% 25.1% 
Indiana 3.2% 6.8% 11.2% 14.9% 17.7% 20.4% 21.9% 
Marijuana 
Porter County 1.8% 4.5% 13.3% 16.9% 23.2% 20.1% 19.7% 
Indiana 1.2% 3.3% 8.2% 11.8% 14.6% 15.5% 15.9% 
Prescription Drugs 
Porter County 1.1% 2.1% 6.5% 9.2% 13.1% 7.6% 9.0% 
Indiana 0.6% 1.7% 3.3% 4.8% 5.8% 5.5% 4.8% 
Over the Counter 
Drugs 
Porter County 1.2% 3.6% 6.1% 6.8% 7.8% 4.4% 4.4% 
Indiana 0.7% 2.0% 3.4% 4.5% 4.1% 3.1% 2.6% 
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Alcohol  
 Figure 25 compares male and female students’ reported monthly use of alcohol. Starting 
at the 6
th
 grade, 7.7% of Porter County female students report monthly use of alcohol. As 
indicated, between 6
th
 and 9
th
 grades more females in Porter County report consuming alcohol in 
the past month than males.  In 10
th
 and 11
th
 grades male consumption exceeds females, but by the 
12
th
 grade they are virtually identical.  By the 12
th
 grade, approximately 43% of both males and 
females report having consumed alcohol in the past month.  What is not reflected in the data 
presented here is that while generally more females report having consumed alcohol in the 
previous month, males who do consume alcohol tend to consume greater quantities than females.  
 
 
 Figure 26 compares the reported monthly use of alcohol for Porter County females with 
females throughout Indiana. At every grade level, more Porter County females report consuming 
alcohol than other female students in Indiana.  In 6
th
 grade, 7.7% of Porter County females report 
monthly use of alcohol, whereas for females across Indiana, this number is only 5.8%. By the 
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12
th
 grade, this disparity has grown with 43.3% of Porter County females reporting monthly use 
and only 36.3% of Indiana females reporting monthly use. 
 
Cigarettes  
 Figure 27 presents the reported monthly use of cigarettes for Porter County males and 
females. As indicated, with the exception of the 11
th
 grade where males exceed females by 8.1% 
percentage points, males and females smoke cigarettes at about the same rate.   
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 While males and females in Porter County smoke at about the same rate, Porter County 
females report smoking in the past month at higher rates than females from the rest of the state. 
This data is presented in Figure 28. The gap in reported smoking begins in the 8
th
 grade and 
continues through the 12
th
 grade.  
 
 
 
Marijuana  
 A comparison between the reported monthly use of marijuana by Porter County male and 
female students is presented in Figure 29. The reported use of marijuana in the past month is 
quite similar for males and females from the 6
th
 through the 9
th
 grades.  Beginning in the 10
th
 
grade, males consistently report marijuana use at much higher rates.  By the 12
th
 grade, 28.5% of 
males and 19.7% of females report having used marijuana in the past month.   
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 Figure 30 compares the reported monthly use of marijuana for female students in Porter 
County and other female students throughout Indiana. At every grade level, Porter County 
females report higher use rates of marijuana. The widest gap occurs in the 10
th
 grade but after 
that the gap narrows, and by 12
th
 grade the proportion of Porter County females reporting use is 
19.7%, while the proportion of Indiana females is 15.9%. 
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Prescription Drugs 
 Figure 31 compares the monthly illegal use of prescription drugs by Porter County males 
and females. Illegal use of prescription drugs by females increases steadily from the 6
th
 to the 
10
th
 grades and in all those years exceeds male consumption.  After 10
th
 grade, female use drops 
off and is exceeded by ever increasing use by male students.  
 
 
 
 Figure 32 compares reported female use of prescription drugs for Porter County and 
Indiana.  Porter County female use exceeds use by other female Indiana students in every grade.  
The gap is quite small in the 6
th
 grade, but widens greatly by 10
th
 grade (Porter County 13.1%, 
Indiana 5.8%) and then narrows by 12
th
 grade, with 9% of Porter County females reporting 
monthly use of prescription drugs compared to 4.8% of Indiana females. 
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Over the Counter Drugs 
 A comparison of Porter County females and males reporting monthly use of over the 
counter (OTC) drugs for other than intended use is presented in Figure 33. Generally, females 
report greater monthly use of OTC drugs. In the 6
th
 grade, a slightly larger proportion of males 
(1.4%) than females (1.2%) report monthly use of OTC drugs. From 7
th
 through 10
th
 grade, a 
greater proportion of females report monthly use of OTC drugs than males, with the largest gap 
occurring in 10
th
 grade (females 7.8%, males 5.3%). By 12
th
 grade, 4.4% of females report 
monthly OTC use and 3.3% of males report monthly OTC use.  
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Use of Prescription Drugs by Female Students in Porter County and 
Indiana 
ATOD, 2010 
Porter County
Indiana
57 
 
 
 Figure 34 compares the monthly OTC use of females in Porter County and Indiana. 
Porter County females use OTC drugs at higher rates than do other females in Indiana. A slightly 
larger proportion of 6
th
 grade Porter County females (1.2%) report monthly OTC drug use, as 
compared to Indiana females (0.7%). This gap widens the most by 10
th
 grade (Porter County 
7.8%, Indiana 4.1%) and narrows by the 12
th  
grade (Porter County 4.4%, Indiana 2.6%). 
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Reported Monthly Use of Over the Counter Drugs by Porter County Youth 
ATOD, 2010 
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Figure 34 
Use of Over the Counter Drugs by Female Students in Porter County and 
Indiana 
ATOD, 2010 
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Adult Women and Drugs 
 Several sources of information were examined to attempt in an understand the current 
status of substance abuse issues among women in Porter County.  These included Annual 
Reports from Porter-Starke Services, data from the Porter County Sheriff’s Department, and 
information from the Porter County Adult Probation Services Report. The focus in the following 
is the use of alcohol, marijuana, cocaine, and heroin by Porter County women. 
Alcohol  
 Figure 35 presents the number of treatments for alcohol for males and females in Porter 
County between 2004 and 2008 at Porter-Starke Services. Compared to male treatments, female 
treatments for alcohol are lower for all years between 2004 and 2008. In general, the number of 
females receiving treatment for alcohol remained stable between 2004 and 2007 (with an average 
of about 130 treatments), but in 2008 there was a significant jump, with 204 females receiving 
treatment for alcohol. 
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Figure 35 
Porter-Starke Treatments for Alcohol, 2004-2008 
Porter-Starke Services Report, 2008 
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 Because of changes in the way data was gathered at Porter-Starke Services after 2008, 
data was not comparable to previous years. Figure 36 presents more recent data from 2010 on the 
ages of males and females treated for alcohol problems. Generally, female treatments for alcohol 
increase with age, peaking in the forty-five to fifty-four age range at 102 treatments. The number 
of alcohol treatments for females begins to decline after age fifty-five. In all age ranges, females 
received fewer treatments for alcohol than males. 
 
 
 Table 21 provides arrest information by age, sex, and year for driving under the influence 
(DUI). Figures 37 and 38 help analyze potential trends in the data. Figure 37 presents male and 
female arrests for DUI between 2003 and 2010. The number of female arrests for DUI remained 
relatively stable during this time period, averaging approximately 240 arrests per year. This 
number peaked in 2007 at 285; most recently, in 2010, there were 255 arrests of females for 
DUI. In every year, female arrests for DUI were substantially lower than male arrests.  
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Figure 36 
Porter-Starke Treatments for Alcohol, 2010 
Porter-Starke Services Report, 2010 
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Table 21 
Porter County Arrests for DUI, 2003-2010 
Porter County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
  
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 
0-17 
Female 57 76 59 57 74 77 74 73 
Male 234 306 225 259 268 235 214 194 
18-25 
Female 40 61 59 52 85 58 58 63 
Male 209 233 216 229 238 233 204 201 
26-34 
Female 78 57 60 72 72 59 52 57 
Male 167 202 157 218 200 193 146 178 
35-44 
Female 22 28 30 35 47 36 35 52 
Male 137 124 141 135 166 176 112 143 
45-54 
Female 4 7 6 8 7 12 7 7 
Male 29 34 47 45 48 44 41 60 
55-64 
Female 2 0 0 2 0 1 1 3 
Male 7 7 7 8 12 17 6 9 
65-74 
Female 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Male 3 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 
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Figure 37 
Porter County Arrests for DUI, 2003-2010 
Porter County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
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 Figure 38 shows the number of female arrests for DUI between 2003 and 2010 for 
various age ranges.
11
 While there do not appear to be any obvious trends in the data, there are 
two important findings. First, between 2008 and 2010 the age range with the greatest number of 
arrests for DUI was the under seventeen group. Thus most recently, it is females who are not old 
enough to legally drink who are being arrested for DUI at the highest rate. Second, for most age 
groups there tends to be an increase over time in the number of arrests for DUI with the 
exception of the 26-34 age group.  
 
 
 Table 22 presents public intoxication arrest information for Porter County males and 
females of various age groups between 2003 and 2010. Figure 39 illustrates the number of public 
intoxication arrests for Porter County males and females between 2003 and 2010. For females, 
the number of arrests for public intoxication increased between 2003 and 2006, peaking at 122 
arrests in 2006. This number declined until 2009 (91), and then climbed in 2010 (111).  For each 
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 Age ranges above forty-five years have been omitted from the figure due to their low numbers of arrests. 
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Figure 38 
Porter County Female Arrests for DUI, 2003-2010 
Porter County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
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year in the time period, females maintained lower numbers of arrests for public intoxication than 
males. 
Table 22 
Porter County Arrests for Public Intoxication, 2003-2010 
Porter  County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
  
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 
18-25 
Female 19 26 36 34 32 25 30 28 
Male 125 175 184 202 137 119 129 128 
26-34 
Female 16 20 23 27 28 22 23 23 
Male 84 88 111 103 98 85 85 89 
35-44 
Female 39 35 37 32 28 25 24 25 
Male 79 78 96 67 99 71 82 89 
45-54 
Female 7 18 16 26 16 19 11 28 
Male 55 46 57 46 52 69 50 65 
55-64 
Female 0 2 2 2 4 3 1 5 
Male 4 11 8 6 15 9 10 7 
65-74 
Female 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 2 
Male 1 2 2 1 3 4 2 0 
75+ 
Female 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Male 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
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Porter County Arrests for Public Intoxication, 2003-2010 
Porter County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
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 The number of public intoxication arrests for various age groups of Porter County 
females is presented in Figure 40.
12
 There are numerous changes among these age groups over 
time, but consistent with previous data is the recent trend of underage females being arrested for 
the illegal consumption of alcohol.   
 
Marijuana  
 Figure 41 provides a picture of male and female treatments for marijuana between 2004 
and 2008 in Porter County.  Male treatments far exceed those of female treatments in every year. 
For both males and females there is a sudden increase in treatments in 2008, and between 2007 
and 2008 the number of treatments for women more than doubled from 35 to 78. 
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Porter County Female Arrests for Public Intoxication, 2003-2010 
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Figure 42 presents the number of treatments for marijuana for various age groups of 
Porter County males and females in 2010. The number of female treatments for marijuana 
increases with age until peaking in the eighteen to twenty-five year-old range with 69 treatments 
and then declines until it reaches zero for the fifty-five plus age range. For each age group, fewer 
females than males received treatments for marijuana. 
109 107 
86 90 
141 
31 27 26 
35 
78 
0
20
40
60
80
100
120
140
160
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
N
u
m
b
e
r 
o
f 
Tr
e
at
m
e
n
ts
 
Year 
Figure 41 
Porter-Starke Treatments for Marijuana, 2004-2008 
Porter-Starke Services Report, 2008 
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Table 23 contains information on the number of marijuana-related arrests in Porter 
County for males and females of various ages between 2003 and 2010. Figure 43 illustrates the 
number of  marijuana-related arrests by year and sex between 2003 and 2010. In general, female 
arrests for marijuana increased between 2003 and 2006 (from 51 to 98), declined between 2006 
and 2009 (from 98 to 67), and then climbed to 101 arrests in 2010. For each year in the time 
period, the number of female arrests for marijuana was significantly lower than the number of 
male arrests for marijuana.  
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Figure 42 
Porter-Starke Treatments for Marijuana, 2010 
Porter-Starke Services Report, 2010 
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Table 23 
Porter County Arrests for Marijuana-Related Offenses, 2003-2010 
Porter  County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
  
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 
0-17 
Female 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Male 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 1 
18-25 
Female 28 46 49 62 44 40 38 59 
Male 235 285 256 243 201 170 221 236 
26-34 
Female 9 12 13 14 15 17 10 16 
Male 62 93 77 82 74 79 85 80 
35-44 
Female 10 14 16 18 3 9 10 14 
Male 50 47 45 53 47 35 34 45 
45-54 
Female 3 8 4 4 6 4 9 11 
Male 18 27 17 25 30 16 18 25 
55-64 
Female 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
Male 3 8 3 5 3 3 3 6 
65-74 
Female 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
Male 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Porter County Arrests for Marijuana-Related Offenses, 2003-2010 
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 Figure 44 presents the number of marijuana related arrests for females of various ages 
between 2003 and 2010.
13
 Females between eighteen and twenty-five years of age experience 
significantly higher numbers of arrests for marijuana-related offenses than any other female age 
group. Also, between 2009 and 2010, all of the female age groups experienced an increase in the 
number of arrests for marijuana.  
 
 
Figure 45 provides information on the number of males and females who tested positive 
for THC (marijuana) while on probation in Porter County in 2010. According to the data, 
females between eighteen and twenty-five years of age produced the most positive drug tests for 
THC (29). In general, the number of positive drug tests decreases with age. Compared to males, 
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 Age groups with low numbers of arrests have been omitted from the figure. 
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females in each age group had fewer positive drug tests in 2010. For instance, males between 
eighteen and twenty-five years of age had 176 positive drug tests for THC in 2010, while 
females of the same age group only had 29.  
 
 
Cocaine  
 The number of male and female treatments for cocaine in Porter County between 2004 
and 2008 can be found in Figure 46. Overall, female treatments for cocaine increased between 
2004 (44) and 2008 (114). The most drastic increase occurred between 2007 with 55 treatments 
and 2008 with 114 treatments. Fewer females received treatments for cocaine than males 
between 2004 and 2006. After 2006, however, more females received treatment for cocaine than 
males (females 114, males 51). 
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Positive Tests for THC among Porter Adults on Probation, 2010 
Porter County Adult Probation Report, 2010 
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Figure 47 presents the number of treatments for cocaine for males and females of various 
ages in 2010 at Porter-Starke Services. Female treatments for cocaine increase with age until the 
twenty-six to thirty-four age range, at which point the number of female treatments peaks at 
twenty-six. Afterwards, the number of female treatments for cocaine decreases as age increases. 
In almost all age groups, more males receive treatments for cocaine that do females which 
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Porter-Starke Treatments for Cocaine, 2004-2008 
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Figure 47 
Porter-Starke Treatments for Cocaine, 2010 
Porter-Starke Services Report, 2010 
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reflects a change from previous years.  
 Table 24 provides data for the number of cocaine-related arrests for males and females 
between 2003 and 2010. To help analyze the data, Figure 48 illustrates the number of male and 
female arrests for cocaine-related offenses between 2003 and 2010. In general, the number of 
female arrests for cocaine increased between 2003 and 2005 (from 12 to 32), remained relatively 
stable between 2005 and 2009 (with the exception of a dip in 2008), and decreased between 2009 
and 2010 (from 24 to 15). According to the data, females experienced fewer arrests for cocaine 
than males in every year between 2003 and 2010. The gap between males and females appears to 
be narrowing, however, due to decreasing numbers of male arrests for cocaine. In 2003, the gap 
between males and females was fifty-eight, whereas in 2010 the gap was only thirty-five. 
 
Table 24 
Porter County Arrests for Cocaine-Related Offenses, 2003-2010 
Porter County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
  
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 
0-17 
Female 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Male 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
18-25 
Female 1 5 10 5 6 5 8 6 
Male 25 31 27 26 22 19 17 15 
26-34 
Female 6 6 9 7 9 4 7 4 
Male 20 25 23 22 20 14 21 17 
35-44 
Female 3 5 7 10 11 5 5 2 
Male 18 15 17 29 11 6 9 10 
45-54 
Female 2 3 6 4 2 2 4 3 
Male 5 16 8 13 11 7 4 6 
55-64 
Female 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Male 1 1 1 5 1 5 2 2 
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Figure 49 illustrates the number of female arrests for cocaine-related offenses by age 
group between 2003 and 2010. Between 2008 and 2010, the younger female age groups 
experienced higher numbers of cocaine-related arrests, with the eighteen to twenty-five age 
range maintaining the highest number of arrests for cocaine. Between 2009 and 2010, all of the 
female age groups experienced a decline in the number of arrests for cocaine-related offenses. 
70 
89 
76 
95 
65 
51 53 50 
12 
19 
32 
26 28 
16 
24 
15 
0
10
20
30
40
50
60
70
80
90
100
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
N
u
m
b
e
r 
o
f 
A
rr
e
st
s 
Year 
Figure 48 
Porter County Arrests for Cocaine-Related Offenses, 2003-2010 
Porter County Sheriff's Department, 2010 
Male
Female
72 
 
 
 
 Figure 50 presents the number of positive drug tests for cocaine among male and female 
probationers in Porter County in 2010. Females between thirty-five and forty-four years of age 
experienced the highest number of positive drug tests for cocaine (13 positive tests), followed by 
females between eighteen and twenty-five years of age (4 positive tests). Compared to the 
corresponding male age groups, all female age groups had fewer positive drug tests for cocaine 
in 2010. 
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Heroin (Opiates) 
 Figure 51 provides data for the number of male and female treatments for heroin in Porter 
County between 2004 and 2008. In general, the number of female treatments for heroin during 
this time period remained relatively stable, never descending below fifty-six treatments and 
never rising above fifty-eight treatments. For each year during this time period, females 
maintained fewer numbers of treatments for heroin than males.  
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 The number of heroin treatments for Porter County males and females by age group in 
2010 is presented in Figure 52. For females, the number of treatments for heroin increases with 
age until peaking at 106 treatments in the twenty-six to thirty-four age range. Then, the number 
of treatments decreases with age. Compared to males, females in each age group generally 
receive fewer treatments for heroin. This is not the case, however, for the forty-five to fifty-four 
and fifty-five plus age groups, in which females actually received more treatments for heroin 
than males. For example, in 2010, females between forty-five and fifty-four years of age 
received 36 treatments for heroin, while males of the same age range received only 32 
treatments.   
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 Figure 53 illustrates the number of positive drug tests for opiates among male and female 
probationers in Porter County in 2010. According to the data, the number of female positive drug 
tests for opiates was highest among the thirty-five to forty-four age range (65 positive tests). All 
male age groups experienced more positive drug tests for heroin than the corresponding female 
age groups, with the exception of the sixty-five to seventy-four age range in which both sexes 
had no positive tests. 
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Minority Women in Porter County 
 
Minorities make up about 12% of the population in Porter County, and are 
often concentrated in certain townships. Minority women experience income 
disparities similar to those experienced by other women. Minority women are 
more likely to be in poverty than white women. Educational attainment rates 
are similar between white and minority women.  
 
Minority Population 
 The minority population of Porter County is small. Porter County as a whole is 87.94% 
Caucasian and 87.86% of the female population is Caucasian. As indicated in Table 25, African 
Americans make up 2.75% of the total population, and African American females make up 
2.73% of the female population. Asian persons make up 1.26% of the total population and 1.46% 
of the female population. Hispanics are the most populous minority group in Porter County; 
Hispanic persons make up 7.85% of the total population, and Hispanic women make up 7.77% of 
the female population. African Americans are most highly concentrated in Portage Township 
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where 6.62% of the female population is African American. The township with the next highest 
concentration of African American women is Westchester Township where only 1.91% of the 
female population is African American. The highest concentrations of Asian women occur in 
Center and Porter Townships where Asian females make up 2.42% and 2.28% of the female 
population. Hispanics are the most concentrated in Portage Township where they make up 
13.78% of the total population and where Hispanic females account for 13.62% of the female 
population. In Liberty Township, Hispanic females make up 7.75% of the female population, and 
in Westchester Township, Hispanic women account for 7.08% of the female population. 
 
Economic Status of Minority Women 
 Minority women in Porter County experience economic challenges similar to those of 
other women. As Figure 54 shows, minority women generally earn less than males of the same 
race or ethnicity. The exception is African Americans. The median income for African American 
women is $31,761, which is $5,042 greater than the median income of African American men. 
However, the income gap between Hispanic men and women and the gap between Asian men 
and women is greater than the gap between white men and women. White men have a median 
income that is $18,572 greater than the median income of white women. Hispanic men make 
$21,428 more than Hispanic women, and Asian men make $45,931 more than Asian women. In 
general, Caucasian women do not make significantly more than women of other races in Porter 
County. 
 
 
 
 
 
78 
 
Table 25 
Female Minority Population of Porter County by Race and Township 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
    Black Hispanic Asian Native American 
Porter County 
% of Population 2.75% 7.85% 1.26% 0.20% 
Total # 4,463 12,718 2,041 326 
% of Female Population 2.73% 7.77% 1.46% 0.18% 
# of Females 2,246 6,401 1,202 148 
Boone 
% of Population 0.39% 1.60% 0.68% 1.43% 
Total # 24 98 42 88 
% of Female Population 0.00% 1.84% 1.33% 0.00% 
# of Females 0 58 42 0 
Center 
% of Population 1.90% 6.57% 2.48% 0.02% 
Total # 810 2,794 1,056 88 
% of Female Population 1.56% 5.99% 2.42% 0.27% 
# of Females 343 1,316 531 60 
Jackson 
% of Population 0.44% 2.19% 0.27% 0.13% 
Total # 23 114 14 7 
% of Female Population 0.00% 3.05% 0.55% 0.28% 
# of Females 0 77 14 7 
Liberty 
% of Population 0.09% 7.48% 0.70% 0.00% 
Total # 8 666 62 0 
% of Female Population 0.18% 7.75% 1.22% 0.00% 
# of Females 8 350 55 0 
Morgan 
% of Population 0.17% 0.23% 0.00% 0.00% 
Total # 6 8 0 0 
% of Female Population 0.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
# of Females 6 0 0 0 
Pine 
% of Population 1.16% 2.06% 0.00% 0.00% 
Total # 32 57 0 0 
% of Female Population 1.25% 3.83% 0.00% 0.00% 
# of Females 17 52 0 0 
Pleasant 
% of Population 0.55% 2.13% 1.71% 0.00% 
Total # 24 92 74 0 
% of Female Population 5.00% 3.16% 1.22% 0.00% 
# of Females 1 62 24 0 
Portage 
% of Population 6.62% 13.78% 0.76% 0.13% 
Total # 3,095 6,445 354 62 
% of Female Population 6.62% 13.62% 1.15% 0.19% 
# of Females 1,616 3,325 280 46 
Porter 
% of Population 0.83% 4.43% 1.74% 0.22% 
Total # 77 410 161 20 
% of Female Population 1.00% 3.80% 2.28% 0.00% 
# of Females 45 172 103 0 
Union 
% of Population 0.42% 3.38% 0.82% 0.00% 
Total # 37 295 72 0 
% of Female Population 0.57% 4.88% 0.57% 0.00% 
# of Females 24 205 24 0 
Washington 
% of Population 0.31% 6.61% 0.24% 0.98% 
Total # 14 302 11 45 
% of Female Population 0.00% 4.22% 0.50% 0.95% 
# of Females 0 93 11 21 
Westchester 
% of Population 1.62% 7.46% 1.01% 0.54% 
Total # 313 1,437 195 104 
% of Female Population 1.91% 7.08% 1.21% 0.14% 
# of Females 186 691 118 14 
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Note: American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates were used for White, Black, and Hispanic. 
American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates were used for Asian.  
 
 
 On the other hand, minority women continue to have higher poverty rates in Porter 
County as indicated in Table 26. Although only 8.9% of Caucasian women live below the 
poverty line in Porter County, 24.7% of African American women and 15.6% of Hispanic 
women live below the poverty line. African American poverty is centered in Portage and Center 
Townships. In Portage Township 29.3% (473 women) of African American women are in 
poverty; in Center Township 23.9% (82 women) African American women are in poverty. The 
highest poverty rates among Hispanic women exist in Liberty, Center, and Union Townships. In 
Liberty Township, 39.1% of Hispanic women live in poverty. In Center and Union Townships, 
27.2% and 24.4% of Hispanic women are in poverty. 
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Figure 54 
Median Income of Full-Time Workers in Porter County by Race and Gender 
US Census 2010  
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Table 26 
Porter County Minority Women below the Poverty Line 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates 
  
White, Non-Hispanic 
Women 
African American Women Hispanic Women 
  # in poverty poverty rate # in poverty poverty rate # in poverty poverty rate 
Boone 242 7.9% - - - - 
Center 1,799 8.9% 82 23.9% 287 27.2% 
Jackson 68 2.8% - - - - 
Liberty 370 8.4% - - 137 39.1% 
Morgan 0 0.0% - - - - 
Pine 151 11.6% - - - - 
Pleasant 78 4.0% - - - - 
Portage 2,580 12.2% 473 29.3% 429 12.9% 
Porter 339 8.0% - - 17 9.90% 
Union 312 7.7% - - 50 24.4% 
Washington 81 3.8% - - - - 
Westchester 783 8.5% - - 80 11.6% 
Porter County 6,803 8.9% 555 24.7% 1,000 15.6% 
 
 
Educational Attainment of Minority Women 
 As indicated in Figure 55, African American women and Asian women in Porter County 
surpass both state and national averages for women with bachelor’s degrees by over 10%. 
Caucasian women exceed Indiana state average, but fail to meet national levels. Native 
American and Hispanic women fail to meet the educational attainment of either the state of 
Indiana or the US. With only 18.4% of women attaining a bachelor’s degree, Native American 
women have the lowest percent of attaining bachelor’s degree of the racial/ethnic groups in 
Porter County. 
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Note: American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates were used for US, Indiana, Black, Asian, 
White, and Hispanic. American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates were used for Native 
American. 
 
Women with Disabilities in Porter County 
With age, women have higher disability rates than males.  Disability 
rates are particularly high for women over 75 with ambulatory and 
independent living difficulties.  Males with disabilities work more and 
earn more than females with disabilities.  
 
According to the US Census Bureau, a disability is “a complex interaction between a 
person and his or her environment.” A person is considered disabled due to both physical 
impairment and the barriers in the environment that prevent full social participation. The 
definition of disability is also dynamic and changes across time to reflect changing views of what 
constitutes “impairment” and “barriers.”14  
 
 
                                                     
14
 For a complete description see http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/disability/disab_defn.html. 
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Figure 55 
Bachelor's Degree Among Women in Porter County by Race 
US Census 2010 
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Frequency of Disabilities 
Overall, males and females in Porter County have similar disability rates (10.31% for 
men and 9.49% for women), but as they age, women tend to have higher disability rates than 
men. For example, as indicated in Table 27 in the 65-75 age bracket, 25.36% of women have a 
disability while 19.64% of males have a disability. This gap grows larger in the 75 and above age 
bracket where 45.56% of women have a disability and 38.86% of men have a disability.  
 
Table 27 
Number of People in Porter County with Disabilities by Sex by 
Age 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
    
# With a 
Disability 
# Without a 
Disability 
% With a 
Disability 
Male 
Under 5 88 5,626 1.54% 
5 to 17 500 14,298 3.38% 
18 to 34 904 16,328 5.25% 
35 to 64 4,338 28,920 13.04% 
65 to 74 1,113 4,553 19.64% 
Over 75 1,305 2,053 38.86% 
Total 8,248 71,778 10.31% 
Female 
Under 5 0 4,706 0.00% 
5 to 17 487 14,355 3.28% 
18 to 34 385 18,005 2.09% 
35 to 64 3,239 30,850 9.50% 
65 to 74 1,535 4,519 25.36% 
Over 75 2,228 2,662 45.56% 
Total 7,874 75,097 9.49% 
 
 
 Disability rates also differ between males and females depending on the particular type of 
disability.  Table 28 presents the rate of different disabilities by age and gender. For illustrative 
purposes, this data is presented in graphic form in Figures 56 through 61.  As indicated in Figure 
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56, rates of hearing disabilities increase with age for both males and females, but males are more 
likely to have hearing disabilities than females, particularly when they get to be over 75, when 
24.87% of males and 16.54% of females have a hearing disability. In Figure 57, there is a similar 
pattern with issues related to vision, where 12.15% of males and 6.38% of females over 75 have 
a disability related to vision.  When it comes to cognitive difficulty, as indicated in Figure 58, the 
patterns are somewhat different where males have higher disability rates early on and females 
have higher rates when they get older.  For example, 12.04% of females over 75 have cognitive 
difficulty compared to 9.59% of males at that age.  When it comes to ambulatory difficulties, not 
surprisingly, disability rates increase with age, but much more so for females, as indicated in 
Figure 59, where 17.42% of males and 40.47% of females over 75 have ambulatory disabilities.  
Similarly, as indicated in Figure 60, when it comes to self-care difficulties, disability rates 
increase with age, particularly for females, where 10.75% of males and 16.30% of females have 
self-care disabilities.  Independent living difficulties also increase with age and, as indicated in 
Figure 61,  by the time people reach 75 and over, the disability rate for females (30.74%) is 
almost three times that of males (10.99%). 
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Table 28 
Types of Disabilities by Age and Sex 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
    Male Female 
    
Under 
5 
5 to 
17 
18 to 
34 
35 to 
64 
65 to 
74 
Over 
75 
Total 
Under 
5 
5 to 
17 
18 to 
34 
35 to 
64 
65 to 
74 
Over 
75 
Total 
Hearing 
Difficulty 
# With 0 0 106 1,438 428 835 2807 0 0 0 533 326 809 1668 
# Without 5,714 14,798 17,126 31,820 5,238 2,523 77219 4,706 14,842 18,390 33,556 5,728 4,081 81,303 
% With 0.00% 0.00% 0.62% 4.32% 7.55% 24.87% 3.51% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.56% 5.38% 16.54% 2.01% 
Vision 
Difficulty 
# With 88 0 268 55 242 408 1061 0 0 13 198 53 312 576 
# Without 5,626 14,798 16,964 33,203 5,424 2,950 78965 4,706 14,842 18,377 33,891 6,001 4,578 82,395 
% With 1.54% 0.00% 1.56% 0.17% 4.27% 12.15% 1.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.07% 0.58% 0.88% 6.38% 0.69% 
Cognitive 
Difficulty 
# With - 500 438 1,410 148 322 2818 - 422 319 705 374 589 2409 
# Without - 14,298 16,794 31,848 5,518 3,036 71,494 - 14,420 18,071 33,384 5,680 4,301 75,856 
% With - 3.38% 2.54% 4.24% 2.61% 9.59% 3.79% - 2.84% 1.73% 2.07% 6.18% 12.04% 3.08% 
Ambulatory 
Difficulty 
# With - 0 425 1,998 528 585 3536 - 136 79 2,224 1,161 1,979 5579 
# Without - 14,798 16,807 31,260 5,138 2,773 70,776 - 14,706 18,311 31,865 4,893 2,911 72,686 
% With - 0.00% 2.47% 6.01% 9.32% 17.42% 4.76% - 0.92% 0.43% 6.52% 19.18% 40.47% 7.13% 
Self-Care 
Difficulty 
# With - 91 275 525 149 361 1401 - 351 157 848 340 797 2493 
# Without - 14,707 16,957 32,733 5,517 2,997 72,911 - 14,491 18,233 33,241 5,714 4,093 75,772 
% With - 0.61% 1.60% 1.58% 2.63% 10.75% 1.89% - 2.36% 0.85% 2.49% 5.62% 16.30% 3.19% 
Independent 
Living 
Difficulty 
# With - - 448 1,470 421 369 2708 - - 319 1,530 525 1,503 3877 
# Without - - 16,784 31,788 5,245 2,989 56,806 - - 18,071 32,559 5,529 3,387 59,546 
% With - - 2.60% 4.42% 7.43% 10.99% 4.55% - - 1.73% 4.49% 8.67% 30.74% 6.11% 
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Figure 56 
Hearing Difficulty 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates  
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Figure 57 
Vision Difficulty 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
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Figure 58 
Cognitive Difficulty 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates  
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Figure 59 
Ambulatory Difficulty 
US Census 2010 Amercian Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
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Work Status of Women with Disabilities 
 Women with disabilities are less likely to work than men with disabilities. Figure 62 
shows the percentage of disabled persons by sex between the ages of 16 and 64 who hold full 
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Figure 60 
Self-Care Difficulty 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
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Figure 61 
Independent Living Difficulty 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
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time jobs, part time jobs, and do not work. Although 31.84% of men with a disability work full 
time, only 13.15% of women with a disability work full time. Similarly, while 26.39% of men 
with disabilities work part time, 16.29% of women with a disability work part time. While less 
than 50% of men with a disability do not work at all, over 70% of women with a disability do not 
work. 
 
Income of Women with Disabilities 
 Both men and women with disabilities make significantly less than those without 
disabilities, but, as Figure 63 shows, there is a greater disparity between the amount women with 
disabilities and women without disabilities make than the same figure for males. Males with a 
disability earn $24,444 a year compared to the $45,291 made by males without a disability. 
Females with a disability made only $9,256 compared to the $22,890 made by women without a 
disability. In addition, females with disabilities make $15,188 less per year than their male 
counterparts, which is similar to the difference between males and females without disabilities.  
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Work Status for Persons with a Disabibilty (16-64 year-olds) by Sex 
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Senior Women 
Senior women, defined as females over 65, in Porter County have higher 
rates of disability, poverty, and are more likely to live alone than senior 
men in Porter County. These rates for senior women are lower than 
similar figures at the state and national level.  
 
Problems Faced by Senior Women in Porter County 
 According to the 2010 US Census, 11,490 senior women (over 65) reside in Porter 
County, which amounts to 13.7% of the female population. Data concerning the status of senior 
women in Porter County is presented in Table 29.  
Disability 
 The previous section already discussed disabilities for females which included data on 
senior women.  As a brief summary, a total of 23.36% of women in Porter County between 65-
74 are disabled compared to 19.64% of senior males. Almost 50% (45.56%) of females over 75 
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Median Earnings by Disability Status by Sex 
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are disabled compared to 38.86% of senior males. While high, all of these figures are less than 
comparable state and national data. These figures reflect a decline from the 2000 US Census. 
Poverty 
 Looking at rates of poverty, 5.8% of females and 4.22% of males over 65 in Porter 
County live in poverty. Once again, these figures are less than comparable state and national 
figures. The figures are similar to those from the 2000 US Census. 
Living Alone 
 A total of 29.46% of senior women in Porter County live alone, compared to 11.06% of 
senior men. Again, these figures are lower than comparable state and national figures. In 
comparison to data from the 2000 US Census, fewer senior women in Porter County are living 
alone. 
Table 29 
Problems Faced by Senior Women 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-YearEstimates and Demographic Profile Data 
    Porter County Indiana United States 
    Male Female Male Female Male Female 
Disabled             
  5-17 3.38% 3.28% 7.00% 4.28% 6.45% 3.88% 
  18-64 18.29% 11.60% 11.02% 10.84% 10.16% 9.78% 
  65-74 19.64% 23.36% 26.62% 26.13% 25.99% 24.96% 
  75+ 38.86% 45.56% 48.83% 49.73% 48.33% 52.01% 
Below Poverty 
Level 
4.22% 5.80% 4.73% 8.36% 6.86% 10.72% 
Living Alone 11.06% 29.46% 18.07% 35.57% 17.99% 33.99% 
 
 
Violence against Women and Porter County 
 There is not a lot of specific data on violence against women in Porter County. Table 30 
shows the crime index for rape in Porter County. The index is based on a national rate of 100, 
and numbers above or below it are the probability of being a victim of that crime relative to the 
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national average. The index for Porter County is 39, significantly less than the indices of Indiana 
and the US.  
Table 30 
Crime Indices for Rape 
GIS in Prevention: County Profiles, Series 6.  
Bloomington: IPRC, 2009 
  Porter County Indiana US 
Rape 39 83 100 
 
  
Information about domestic violence in Porter County presented in Table 31 came from the 
Indiana Coalition Against Domestic Violence and the Caring Place.  The data presents the 
number of children and adults served at domestic violence shelters in Porter County, as well as 
the number of deaths related to domestic violence. From 2008 through 2011 the average number 
of persons served per year was 71 and 64 children.   
Table 31 
Domestic Violence in Porter County 
Indiana Coalition Against Domestic Violence Program Statistics 
 
  
Children 
at 
Shelter 
Adults 
at 
Shelter 
Domestic 
Violence 
Deaths 
January 1 2011-December 21, 201115 99 99 0 
July 1, 2008-June 30, 2009 63 73 1 
July 1, 2007-June 30, 2008 40 64 1 
July1, 2006-June 30, 2007 36 45 0 
July 1, 2005-June 30, 2006 85 89 0 
July 1, 2004-June 30 2005 59 57 1 
 
 
 
                                                     
15
 Data taken from The Caring Place Annual Report, 2011.  
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Women and Housing 
Because females in Porter County are more likely to live in poverty, make 
less money, and be homeless, it is obvious that they are more likely than 
males to have housing issues. 
 
 There are no detailed and systematic studies or specific data on women and housing in 
Porter County. While direct data is not available, there is circumstantial evidence that supports 
the conclusion that women in Porter County have significant housing issues. As indicated in 
early parts of this report, a large percentage of the homeless persons in Porter County are female, 
women are more likely to live in poverty, and a large percentage of female-headed households 
and female-headed households with children live in poverty. The higher poverty rates for women 
increase the chances that women in Porter County will have housing issues. 
 According to the US Census, as indicated in Figure 64, people on the lower end of the 
economic spectrum have housing problems in Porter County. This is most evident in lower 
income renters. The general standard is that if you pay more than 30% of your income for 
housing, it is not affordable.  In Porter County, 77.1% of renters who make $20,000-$34,999 
spend over 30% of their income on housing. In the less than $20,000 income bracket, 94.6% of 
renters pay more than 30% of their income for housing. For home owners, 79.4% of home 
owners making less than $20,000 pay more than 30% of their income for housing. While we 
don’t have direct evidence, the fact that in Porter county there are 2200 female headed-
households living in poverty and another 2311 living under 1.3 times the poverty  level – 
together equally 65% of all female headed-households -- it is safe to assume that female-headed 
households make up a large proportion of those renters paying over 30% of their income on 
housing, and therefore,  having significant housing issues.    
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Figure 64 
Housing Costs as Percent of Income 
US Census 2010 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates 
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